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ROSWELL WAS ONLY THE BEGINNING! AN IN¬ 
LOOK AT THE RENDLESHAM FOREST UFO INOiii: 
THE WORLD’S MOST SENSATIONAL AND COMPELLING 
SERIES OF UFO ENCOUNTERS. 


OVER A SERIES OF THREE NIGHTS 

_ in December 1980 an extraordinary series of UFO 
incidents took place in Rendlesham Forest in the UK, 
next to two United States Air Force bases. This was not 
some vague sighting of lights in the sky, but a controlled 
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landing and take-off. The UFO was tracked on ipilitary f 
radar and left physical evidence it the landing site, 
including damage and scorch marks on the trees, 
indentations in the frozen ground, and abnormally high 
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levels of radiation. : ; • Y A »; 

4 f The UFO was seen by dozens of.military 
Witnesses, including the deputy base commander. 
The object fired light beams at some of the men and, 
later, into the weapons-storage area, where somi 
military personnel based there at the time allege that 
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nuclear weapons were kept. 5 .; . \ ‘-*. : 4 

^Encounter in Rendlesham Forest tells the 

extraordinary story of the world’s most compelling 
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and best-evidenced UFO incident—a case that is 
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more significant than the infamous Roswell incident. 
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Cowritten by former UK government UFO investigator 
Nick Pope, with John Burroughs and Jim Penniston, 
the two military witnesses at the heart of these i 
encounters, this disturbing and compelling book tells % 
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the inside story of what really happened, and lifts the > 
lid on the true role played by the government, the 
military, and the intelligence community in relation to 
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the UFO phenomenon. ; % 
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This controversial new book is largely based on 
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recently declassified government files and is the only 
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UFO book ever to have needed security clearance 
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from both the American and British governments. 
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Encounter in Rendlesham Forest will leave you 
questioning everything you thought you kndfr |||||f)l|f 
the UFO mystery: ; . " 11 11 
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INTRODUCTION 


Almost everyone has heard of the Roswell incident. Even if someone has 
no interest in UFOs and no particular beliefs on the subject, mere mention 
of "Roswell" will likely lead to some recognition: "Oh yes," people will 
say, "the place where a UFO is supposed to have crashed in 1947." Some 
believe it, others don't, and a whole bunch of people are undecided, but the 
point is, just about everybody has heard the story. It goes further than 
this. Roswell not only is the subject of countless books and TV documen¬ 
taries but also has become part of pop culture. When a video emerged in 
1995 purporting to show the dissection of an extraterrestrial from the 
crash, the so-called alien autopsy film was front-page news all around the 
world. Roswell was name-checked in the sci-fi movie Independence Day, 
and the town of Roswell, in New Mexico, boasts a UFO museum and puts 
on an annual UFO parade where thousands turn out. 

The problem is, whatever happened at Roswell took place well over 
sixty-five years ago. The last surviving witness, Jesse Marcel Jr., died on 
August 23, 2013. He was ten years old back in 1947 when, as he recounted 
the story, his father—an Air Force intelligence officer—woke him up in 
the middle of the night and showed him strange debris, telling him it was 
from a spaceship and that he'd never see anything like it ever again. 

A US infantryman once wrote: "No war is really over until the last 
veteran is dead." Once this has happened, a war passes from living mem¬ 
ory into history. So, with the passing of Marcel, Roswell has become part 
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of history. This being the case, how can there be a meaningful discussion 
about UFOs if the best-known and most often-cited UFO incident took place 
so long ago and no contemporary witnesses remain to shed any light on 
what happened? Surely there's a more recent UFO incident that can be¬ 
come the new focus of the debate? Can't we do better than dragging up 
Roswell yet again? The good news is, we most certainly can! This book 
tells the story of just such a UFO incident, and unlike Roswell, the wit¬ 
nesses are very much alive—and ready to tell their stories. 

Simply put, the Rendlesham Forest incident is by far the best-documented 
and most compelling UFO incident ever to have taken place. It took place 
over a series of three nights, in a forest that lay between two U.S. Air 
Force (USAF) bases in England. This was not some vague "lights in the sky" 
sighting—the UFO actually landed. But unlike Roswell, where it's claimed 
that the craft crashed, with the wreckage (and maybe bodies, too) being 
spirited away by the military, this UFO was seen to take off again. 

Unlike Roswell, where there are lots of stories and rumors but few hard 
facts, this is a case where there is an abundance of evidence. This book tells 
the complete story of this incident from the landing on the first night 
to the subsequent return of the UFO as witnessed by the skeptical Dep¬ 
uty Base Commander and a group of tough, skeptical USAF military 
personnel. 

As compelling as testimony is at this level—multiple witnesses; mili¬ 
tary personnel, some of long seniority and high rank—the book you are 
about to read will do far more than set out eyewitness accounts? We will 
present radar data and detail physical evidence to back up the statements, 
including information about abnormally high radiation levels found at 
the landing site. All such claims are backed up by verifiable sources, 
such as formerly classified UK Ministry of Defence (MoD) documents ob¬ 
tained by informed and carefully targeted use of the Freedom of Infor¬ 
mation Act. 

At the heart of this book lies the testimony of the two witnesses most 
closely involved in this incident, John Burroughs and Jim Penniston. 

John Burroughs served for twenty-seven years in active and reserve 
duty in the USAF. At the time of the incident he was an airman first class, 
assigned as a Security Police/Law Enforcement patrolman at RAF Bentwa- 
ters. His numerous deployments included various assignments to the 
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Middle East and some of the details remain classified to this day. Bur¬ 
roughs left the Air Force in 2006, as a Law Enforcement supervisor. 

Jim Penniston is the more senior of the two men, having joined the 
USAF in 1973. In 1980, when the incident occurred, he was a staff ser¬ 
geant: a senior and experienced Non-Commissioned Officer (NCO) who 
held the post of Senior Security Officer. He was in day-to-day charge of 
base security and was responsible for the protection of the war-fighting 
resources at the base. Penniston served throughout Operations Desert 
Shield and Desert Storm, though as with Burroughs, many details of his 
military career are still classified. He retired from the USAF in 1993. 

While there are dozens—if not hundreds—of USAF personnel who 
were involved in some aspect of the Rendlesham Forest incident, it is Bur¬ 
roughs and Penniston who are central to this story. They are the two indi¬ 
viduals who, responding to reports of a possible security incident on 
December 26, 1980, found themselves face-to-face with the landed UFO. 
They are the ones for whom the ufology/sci-fi phrase 'close encounter" 
was to become a chilling reality. 

John Burroughs, Jim Penniston, and I have collaborated on this book, 
and while I have taken on the role of lead writer (somebody had to draw 
the short straw and sit down in front of the computer!), this is a joint ven¬ 
ture in every sense. We have worked together on this project for many 
months, pooling knowledge, swapping insights from our respective areas 
of expertise, brainstorming, debating theories, and generally trying to 
make sense of the wealth of information that we have amassed on the 
Rendlesham Forest incident. 

Even when not featured directly in some parts of the narrative, the 
inside knowledge of Burroughs and Penniston is what has enabled this 
story to be told. Aside from relaying what they experienced firsthand. Bur¬ 
roughs and Penniston have located other witnesses and persuaded them to 
place their accounts into the public domain. More generally, Burroughs's 
and Penniston's in-depth knowledge of the bases, the personnel, the mis¬ 
sion, and the standard operating procedures (SOPs) has enabled us to sepa¬ 
rate fact from fiction and to put the events into their correct politico-military 
context. 

This book tells the story not just of these spectacular UFO encounters 
but also of what happened afterwards. In many ways, this is just as 
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compelling as and even more disturbing than the UFO sightings them¬ 
selves. The aftermath of the incident saw not just an attempt to remove 
evidence and silence witnesses but also official debriefings where threats 
were made and where narcotics and hypnosis were used first to uncover, 
then to distort, and finally to bury the truth. John Burroughs and Jim 
Penniston, in particular, found themselves in the eye of this storm. 

One particularly dark and disturbing aspect of this story relates to the 
health problems that Burroughs and Penniston are now suffering— 
problems that they attribute to their close proximity to the landed craft. 
Of particular concern, given a Defence Intelligence Staff (DIS) assessment 
of readings taken at the landing site by the Disaster Preparedness Officer, 
using a Geiger counter, is the possibility that they were irradiated by the 
object. This would certainly explain some of the problems the two men 
have experienced and this is why they are seeking to obtain their military 
medical records. This, in conjunction with clarification from the US mili¬ 
tary on what they encountered, would enable Burroughs and Penniston to 
obtain proper diagnosis and treatment. 

Unfortunately, what should be a simple administrative procedure— 
obtaining two medical files—is proving to be a bureaucratic nightmare. Bur¬ 
roughs's and Penniston's medical records appear to be held by a little-known 
classified-records section in the Department of Veterans Affairs. Freedom of 
Information Act requests, a threatened lawsuit, and engagement with 
various congressional representatives have all been brought to bear on 
what is an ongoing situation. 

This is not a UFO book in any conventional sense. Most UFO books— 
whether or not the authors come out and say so—are written to make a 
case that UFOs are extraterrestrial spacecraft. A much smaller number of 
UFO books are written with the intention of disproving the so-called ex¬ 
traterrestrial hypothesis. Both types of books are conclusion led. The au¬ 
thors peddle their own dogma, be it that of true believer or die-hard 
debunker. Data are used selectively, erroneously, or downright dishon¬ 
estly in such a way as to convince readers either that we're being visited 
by space aliens or, conversely, that such a thing is impossible. 

This book takes a fundamentally different approach. It's data led and 
we place into the public domain a vast amount of information, most of it 
published here for the first time. This comprises testimony from the wit- 
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nesses most closely involved with these events, information from newly 
declassified government UFO files, and insights from our respective posi¬ 
tions within the UK MoD and the USAF. While we give readers an insid¬ 
er's perspective of the secretive government and military world in which 
this story unfolds, we leave it to readers to assess the information and de¬ 
cide for themselves what they think. 

What follows is the inside story of a UFO incident that's bigger than 
Roswell, but it's also a very human story of two men on a quest. What hap¬ 
pened to John Burroughs, Jim Penniston, and others in December 1980 is 
bizarre and terrifying enough in its own right. But what happened next is 
even more disturbing, as they struggled to come to terms with a life¬ 
changing, paradigm-shifting event, as they searched for answers, and as 
they took on a government that on the one hand says UFOs are a non-issue 
but on the other behaves as if the topic was as highly classified as any sub¬ 
ject in government. 

This is a timely book. Interest in UFOs is at an all-time high. Programs 
on the subject are a constant fixture on TV schedules. Perhaps network 
executives sense a quickening of pace here, with a seemingly constant 
stream of stories about new astronomical discoveries that take us closer 
and closer to finding planets like Earth. Perhaps they realize that few 
questions are bigger, more profound, more controversial, and more im¬ 
pactful than "are we alone in the universe?" and "are we being visited?" 

This book is timely for another reason. After a period when such 
things either were not thought about much or seemed to be accepted, con¬ 
cerns over government secrecy have risen to near the top of the political 
and media agenda. Fueled by sites such as Julian Assange's WikiLeaks 
and by the revelations of whistle-blowers like Chelsea (formerly Bradley) 
Manning and Edward Snowden, the secret state is big news. Whether it's 
the National Security Agency's (NSA's), PRISM program, drones, or wor¬ 
ries over security of personal data, US citizens realize the time is right to 
have an informed debate on the subject. The story of the Rendlesham For¬ 
est incident raises these very issues. On the one hand, we have the natural 
desire of John Burroughs and Jim Penniston to find out what happened to 
them. Open government and freedom of information may help them. But 
on the other hand, it seems clear that whatever happened to Burroughs, 
Penniston, and their other military colleagues, someone in government 
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wants it to stay secret and is prepared to go to great lengths to ensure 
things stay that way. Is this heavy-handedness, or are there legitimate rea¬ 
sons why the truth about these encounters must never be made public? 

With these brief remarks made, it's time to begin our journey of dis¬ 
covery. It's a journey that begins in the darkness of an English forest and 
ends in the White House. 


ENCOUNTER m 
RENDLESHAM 
FOREST 
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1. GROUND ZERO 


In the early hours of December 26, 1980, there's little outward sign of ac¬ 
tivity at the twin US Air Force bases of Bent waters and Woodbridge. The 
bases lie a few hundred yards from each other. Between them lies Rendle- 
sham Forest. The twin bases are much as you'd expect military bases to 
be—though they hide a secret that would horrify most people in the area, 
who were blissfully unaware of the bases' true mission. Bentwaters and 
Woodbridge lie in the sleepy county of Suffolk, on the cold, exposed coast 
of the East of England. For most of the young men and women here, it's 
their first experience of a foreign country. To soften the blow, the bases 
have all the comforts of home—a bar, a burger joint, and other stores— 
they're like small American towns nestling in the heart of the English 
countryside. 

The events started when Airman First Class John Burroughs spotted 
strange lights in the forest. Burroughs had been patrolling Woodbridge 
and was close to the East Gate (sometimes colloquially referred to as the 
back gate). The lights were due east from that location and were red and 
blue. The red light was above the blue light and they were flashing on and 
off. Burroughs altered his supervisor. Staff Sergeant Bud Steffens. Both 
men watched in amazement as despite being familiar with the area (Bur¬ 
roughs had been based there for seventeen months), they had never seen 
anything like it before. 

Their first thought was that an aircraft might have crashed in the 
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forest. Not one of the A-lOs (there was no military flying activity on the 
night concerned) but perhaps a civilian light aircraft. Their first and most 
basic instinct, of course, was to investigate and to render assistance if it 
was needed. Also, there was the question of security. If some unexplained 
activity was going on so close to the twin bases, was there a threat— 
actual or potential? 

Burroughs unlocked the combination lock on the East Gate and he and 
Steffens drove out of the gate and a couple of hundred yards or so down to 
a small public road. There they turned right and drove another ten or 
twenty yards, before reaching a left-hand turning where a small track led 
into the forest. At this point, a white light was visible, in addition to the 
red and blue lights. This white light was particularly odd and at one point 
appeared to be coming closer to them, down the small track. The color, 
configuration, and movement of the lights were like no aircraft or vehicle 
they were familiar with. 

Despite the urge to press on, they realized they needed to call in this 
incident, so drove back to the East Gate, where they phoned in a brief 
report—using the landline in the guard shack, as opposed to their pocket 
radios, which were known to be insecure and susceptible to scanners, 
which could be used to pick up conversations. 

Burroughs spoke to the Law Enforcement (LE) duty desk sergeant. Ser¬ 
geant "Crash" McCabe, and explained what was happening. McCabe 
wasn't sure what to make of this and briefly wondered whether some sort 
of practical joke was being played on him. He asked to speak to Steffens, 
who confirmed what Burroughs had said was true and that he, too, had 
witnessed the strange lights. McCabe also suspected that an aircraft crash 
might have occurred and called through to Central Security Control, pass¬ 
ing the problem to Staff Sergeant John Coffey. 

Coffey called the on-duty flight chief at RAF Woodbridge, Staff Ser¬ 
geant James (Jim) W. Penniston. Penniston wasn't briefed on the nature of 
the situation but was told to proceed with his rider, Airman First Class 
Edward N. Cabansag, driving to the East Gate with blue lights on to ren¬ 
dezvous with "Police Four" and "Police Five"—the call signs for Bur¬ 
roughs and Steffens. This was highly unusual, and Penniston was somewhat 
flustered and annoyed that he wasn't briefed on what to expect but was 
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simply told to rendezvous with Burroughs and Penniston at the East Gate, 
where he'd be told the nature of the situation. This departure from stan¬ 
dard procedure was one of the first indications that this was a highly un¬ 
usual and sensitive situation. It also raises the possibility that at least some 
people in the chain of command already knew more about this than they 
were saying or had been instructed not to give details of the situation over 
the communications systems. Otherwise, why not simply say to Penniston 
something along the lines that a patrol was investigating a possible air¬ 
craft crash in the forest? Coffey could have been even vaguer and used a 
phrase such as "possible security situation" or that phrase so beloved by 
police all around the world, "an incident." There was no problem in terms 
of jurisdiction and USAF personnel were certainly allowed to patrol off- 
base (outside the wire, as it's called in the military) in a wide range of cir¬ 
cumstances. 

While there's some confusion over the exact time, Jim Penniston re¬ 
calls that it was just after midnight. 

Burroughs and Steffens were still waiting at the East Gate when they 
were joined by Penniston and his driver. Airman First Class Edward Ca- 
bansag. They quickly briefed Penniston, and once again the view of the 
experienced flight chief was that this must have been an aircraft crash. 
But it was the middle of the night, at Christmas, and there was certainly 
no military aircraft activity. And while the possibility of a civil aircraft 
was still being considered, nobody had heard an explosion or any sounds. 
And that's when Steffens made an odd remark that caught everyone's at¬ 
tention: 

"It didn't crash. It landed." 

Despite that disconcerting observation, Penniston felt the aircraft crash 
theory was still the most likely explanation and with this in mind radioed 
Central Security Control and asked to speak to the overall flight chief for 
both bases, Master Sergeant J. D. Chandler. 

If all this "A calls B, who then checks with C" procedure seems some¬ 
what labored, especially in a situation where those involved might have 
been dealing with an aircraft crash, there are three important points to 
bear in mind. First, while looking at a written account might lead read¬ 
ers to think valuable time was being wasted, most of the actions set out 
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previously are relatively quick and easy ones and—in the case of the tele¬ 
phone calls and radio conversations—take only seconds. Second, the mili¬ 
tary is a notoriously hierarchical organization where everybody is very 
rank conscious; in such a culture, clearing a non-routine action with your 
supervisor, or at the very least informing him or her, is rather more im¬ 
portant than it is in most civilian organizations—getting your top cover, as 
it's sometimes referred to. Finally, the security police and law enforcement 
specialisms tend to be very process driven in many respects. Initiative is 
still encouraged, but a lot of tasks are performed by following a set proce¬ 
dure that's learned by heart and then constantly tested and reinforced 
through training. 

With the aircraft crash theory in mind, Chandler checked the position 
with regard to aircraft activity with the control tower at Bentwaters. 
Somebody in the control tower checked the radar and also placed calls to 
RAF Bawdsey, RAF Watton, and Heathrow Airport in London. The key 
piece of information that came back was that a "bogey"—or "bogie"—(de¬ 
fined by the USAF as "a radar or visual air contact whose identity is un¬ 
known") had been tracked around fifteen minutes previously but that the 
target had been lost when it disappeared from the radar screen directly 
over the Woodbridge base. Chandler contacted the shift commander and 
gave Penniston the OK to continue the investigation. Perhaps because he 
sensed trouble or knew something was amiss, Penniston requested 
backup. In response to this request. Chandler decided to come out him¬ 
self. 

With the somewhat troubling piece of news about the radar return 
having been relayed to them, Penniston, Burroughs, and Cabansag drove 
out into the forest to resume the investigation that Burroughs and Steffens 
had started shortly beforehand. There is some confusion about why Stef¬ 
fens didn't go out into the forest. One possibility was that with personnel 
about to go off-base, weapons needed to be left with someone—though, in 
fact, weapons can be taken off-base in some circumstances, e.g., where an 
immediate and serious security threat is perceived. Indeed, there's a sug¬ 
gestion that some of those who went into the forest didn't leave their 
weapons behind, even if they should have! 

Penniston, Burroughs, and Cabansag took the same route as had been 
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taken before: they drove the couple of hundred yards or so from the East 
Gate to the small road that ran through the forest. They turned right, 
drove for a few yards, then turned left down a small track that led deeper 
into the forest. These tracks are not proper roads and are very narrow and 
bumpy. You can't drive a vehicle—even a sturdy one like a military Jeep— 
that far down them, so after maybe no more than fifty yards or so the men 
had to stop the car and proceed on foot. 

As they advanced into the forest with—as Cabansag described it— 
"extreme caution," all three men could see the strange lights. Cabansag 
described them as being "blue, red, white, and yellow." 

Though not formally classified as such, the event clearly was now be¬ 
ing treated as a potential security situation. While the only theory that 
had been discussed so far was that this was a potential crash of a light 
aircraft, the facts simply didn't add up. And by this time, none of those 
involved thought this was what they were dealing with: the obvious proof 
of this is that nobody had called for an ambulance (or even a first-aid kit!) 
or called out the fire brigade. Another clue was Cabansag's admission that 
they proceeded with "extreme caution"—hardly the actions of a patrol 
engaged on an urgent search-and-rescue mission. 

By this time, the backup they'd requested had arrived. This consisted 
of Master Sergeant Chandler (whom Penniston had spoken to earlier) in 
another vehicle. There's confusion about who arrived first. Chandler says 
that when he arrived Penniston, Burroughs, and Cabansag "had entered 
the wooded area just beyond the clearing at the access road," while Ca¬ 
bansag said that Chandler was already "on the scene." Such inconsisten¬ 
cies may seem minor, but they're indicative of something wider, because 
while four men were in the forest that night, all came back with different 
memories of what happened next. 

At about this time, all four men's radios began to malfunction. Or 
rather—given the small chance that four separate radios would simultane¬ 
ously malfunction—something began to interfere with communications, 
which seemed only to be working over a short distance. To deal with this, 
the four men adopted a low-tech solution and set up a radio relay. In other 
words. Chandler stayed with the parked vehicles and from there was able 
to relay messages between the men who went deeper into the forest and 
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his colleagues back on the base, in Central Security Control. Cabansag 
went forward, but when he and Chandler could hardly hear each other he, 
too, stopped, leaving only John Burroughs and Jim Penniston to push for¬ 
ward to try to find the source of the lights. 

Burroughs and Penniston soon realized there was something seriously 
wrong. The air was filled with static electricity and the hairs on their arms 
and on the backs of their necks were standing on end. It was difficult to 
walk properly and they described the experience as being akin to wading 
through deep water. All the time, the lights were ahead of them, getting 
brighter and more clearly defined as they ventured deeper into the forest, 
closer to whatever was out there. 

Up ahead was a small clearing, brightly illuminated. They had reached 
their goal. Suddenly, as they approached, there was a silent explosion of 
light. They instinctively hit the ground, fearing they'd be hit by debris 
from the bright flash of light. Penniston, seeing no apparent harm from the 
immense flash of light, stood up, and what came clearly into view was 
clearly nothing to do with an aircraft crash. 

Penniston looked to his right and saw Burroughs engulfed in a huge 
beam of light, which appeared to be coming from above. The light encom¬ 
passed Burroughs. Then Penniston saw that what had first appeared to be 
a sphere of light in front of him had dissipated and now had the appear¬ 
ance of a craft of some sort. 

Staggered, Penniston took stock of the situation. In the clearing was a 
small, metallic craft. It was about three meters high and maybe three me¬ 
ters across at the base. The craft was roughly triangular in shape and ap¬ 
peared to be either hovering just above the ground or perhaps resting on 
legs at each edge of the object, as if it was on a tripod, like a lunar landing 
module (only with three legs and not four). It had a bank of blue lights on 
its side and a bright white light on the top. There was no sound whatso¬ 
ever. 

As Penniston approached the object he saw strange symbols on the side. 
They were unlike anything he'd seen before, and the nearest match he 
could come up with was ancient Egyptian hieroglyphs. Penniston had 
the presence of mind to take a number of photographs and sketch both the 
craft and the symbols in his police notebook. 
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Finally, Penniston plucked up the courage to touch the object. It felt 
hard and smooth. This, combined with the look of the hull, close-up, 
made him think of a smooth, opaque black glass. He then moved to touch 
the symbols. He recalls the sensation thus: "The skin of the craft was 
smooth to touch. Almost like running your hand over glass. Void of seams 
or imperfections, until I ran my fingers over the symbols. The symbols 
were nothing like the rest of the craft, they were rough, like running my 
fingers over sandpaper." 

As Penniston touched the symbols, the white light on top of the craft 
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flared up and became so intense that Penniston was fear struck and tem¬ 
porarily blinded by what was before him. Penniston removed his hand 
from the craft, and as soon as he did so the light dimmed and the sense of 
panic receded. 

After some time, and to Penniston's utter amazement, the craft lifted 
slowly off the ground. Again, everything seemed to move in slow motion, 
with the craft taking two or three minutes to rise up above the trees 
around the edge of the small clearing. All the time, even with the object 
rising above the ground, there was no noise. Because the clearing was 
small and the trees were dense, at times the object seemed as if it had to 
maneuver through the trees. Finally, when it had cleared the trees, it ac¬ 
celerated away in an instant. Penniston, methodical and professional in 
the face of everything, wrote the following observation in his police note¬ 
book: "Speed—impossible." 

Burroughs has few coherent memories of what happened after the ex¬ 
plosion of light. After he threw himself to the ground, he recalls seeing a 
red, oval, sun-like object in the clearing but does not recall the craft. For 
him, the time from hitting the ground until seeing the UFO depart seemed 
like a few seconds, whereas for Jim the inspection of the craft took many 
minutes. Even today, this is troubling for Penniston: 

I entered the bubble field (the area immediately around the craft) first; 
John was over to my right about ten feet and a couple feet back. The 
silence was then the most prominent part of it; the area or field seemed 
dead; the air: no sound; no rustling of air or wind; no distant sounds, 
no animals or nothing—a dead silence. A strong static on clothes, hair 
and skin—being pulled toward the light. Then dissipated—I was 
alone. And from John's perspective, he has no memory. John is stand¬ 
ing still and motionless. I yelled at him, of course. No reaction; he does 
not move. He, of course, cannot hear me and I then turn and focus on 
the craft and the matter of security for the bases. It has been always 
the case that John does not have a memory of this. But when we 
were being debriefed and writing statements in Colonel Halt's office, 
less than 72 hours after the first night, John in his statement (which 
was hand written) has the drawing of the craft he saw with me. This 
has always made me wonder about John's memory. Why could he do 
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this within 72 hours and today has no memory ? Definitely food for 

thought! 

Food for thought indeed. Especially when combined with one cryptic 
comment Burroughs made when pressed on where he was while Jim ex¬ 
amined the craft and why their memories are so different at this point: 
"The only possibility is that I was in the light when he was doing his ex¬ 
amination." 

Penniston and Burroughs—still in a state of considerable shock— 
attempted to relocate the UFO and had a number of further sightings of 
strange lights on the horizon. At one point the object was so close they 
thought it was going to land again. But it didn't and the UFO eventually 
departed to the east, out over the coast. 

Still confused and disorientated, they eventually decided to make their 
way back out of the forest. As they did so, they passed back through the 
small clearing where they'd had their encounter. Still trying to process 
what had happened to them, they looked around. Perhaps if they found 
nothing, they'd somehow convince themselves that it had been some sort 
of shared hallucination. 

It was not to be. In the very center of the clearing, on the hard, frozen 
ground, were three indentations. They were recent. Something heavy— 
probably weighing several tons, judging by the hardness of the ground 
and the depth of the indentations—had clearly been resting there. When 
they looked more closely, they saw that if they drew an imaginary line 
between the three indentations the shape formed would be a near-perfect 
equilateral triangle. 

As further confirmation, they noticed that branches had been snapped 
off the trees around the edge of the clearing, where the object had smashed 
its way in from above and then done the same on its way out. It would 
sound absurd, were it not for the fact that this was precisely what Pennis¬ 
ton had just witnessed. 

They left the clearing and rendezvoused with Cabansag, Chandler, and 
six other security force members, before making their way back to RAF 
Bentwaters, the main operating base. When they arrived back, they found 
that they'd been gone much longer than they realized. This, coupled with 
the fact that they'd been out of radio contact, had caused near panic in 
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certain quarters. Indeed, a search party had been on the point of going 
out to look for them. Penniston tried to convince himself that adrenaline 
would explain the time discrepancy, but their watches told a different 
story. He explains: "I suppose anything is possible with this time discrep¬ 
ancy. I believe it is more than likely that within the affected area around 
the craft there was a distortion of some kind, which based on the missing 
time from our watches indicates this, by them running forty-five minutes 
slow. We were definitely affected by this phenomenon in a physical way, 
including the machinery we wore (watches)." 

Burroughs confirms both the "missing time" and the exact figure: "The 
fact is our watches were behind and the shift commander said we were 
missing for 45 min." 

There were some formalities to go through. Weapons had to be re¬ 
turned and signed for and a hurried debriefing—the first of many—was 
carried out. Though they didn't realize it at the time, dozens of other mili¬ 
tary personnel at the twin bases had seen the strange lights and had been 
watching from a number of vantage points, including the control tower at 
Bentwaters. Everyone wanted to know what had happened to Penniston 
and Burroughs, but for them the immediate aftermath of their encounter 
was a blur. They just wanted to get off-duty, go back to their beds, sleep, 
and forget. They soon got their wish, but if they thought their ordeal was 
over, they were sadly mistaken. It had only just begun. 

Burroughs and Penniston were, it should be said, skeptical about UFOs. 
In a sense, they still are, despite everything. Penniston set out his views 
this way: 

My thoughts are simply that 99 percent of all so-called UFO sightings 
can he explained by people with a knowledgeable background or aerial 
training to reporting such things for exactly what they are. Their UFO 
is an observation of the following type of possibilities: as a manmade 
object, star I planetary body, or other natural occurring phenomena, all 
completely identifiable by a trained observer. There are also people 
who seem to have some physiological issues which are in my opinion 
manifested exponentially when they see things they can't explain. I feel 
it is a natural state for those with tainted objectivity within their 
thinking and can have easily have occurred with other sightings. With 
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that entirely aside with the 99 percent, this leaves the remaining one 
percent. It is this percent I believe is the truly unknown—a conclusion 
I made after I left the forest that night. This is the very reason I am 
troubled by the events of December 26, 1980. I went into the forest 
with what I just said being the case. Then I left the forest with the 
"One Percent Factor" raining all over me. I had no answers for what 
clearly created conditions, effects and the presence of an unknown 
craft with technology that cannot be replicated even today. So how 
does this all play? Simply, one percent of UFO sightings are unknown. 

Burroughs is more succinct, though his dismissive remarks about UFOs 
betray, perhaps, a sense of unease alongside his skepticism: "I never spent 
any time thinking about any of that. The only feeling I ever had was I 
hoped I never had to walk a mile in their shoes." 

Penniston went on to sum up the transformative nature of the experi¬ 
ence like this: "What I once believed is no more and what I've witnessed 
defies all that I have ever imagined. I am truly in awe over the whole inci¬ 
dent and no-one can fully understand the magnitude of such an event 
unless you were there." 

For jurisdictional and legal reasons, it was important that the American 
military notified the British authorities that they were going off-base. The 
usual way in which this was done was by notifying the local police. This 
action had been taken at about 4:00 am by Airman First Class Chris Ar- 
mold on the LE desk. In a message to Suffolk Police he wrote: "We have a 
sighting of some unusual lights in the sky, have sent some unarmed troops 
to investigate, we are terming it as a U.F.O. at present." 

Two police officers responded and briefly searched the area. They 
found nothing, though their inquiries revealed the fact that strange lights 
had been witnessed over large parts of southern England earlier in the 
night. 

A later entry in the Suffolk Police log provides the first known docu¬ 
mentary evidence showing that a landing had taken place. This intriguing 
log entry reads as follows: "We have had a call from the L.E. at Bentwaters 
in reference to the U.F.O. reported last night. We have found a place where 
a craft of some sort seems to have landed." 

One of the other central figures in this story is the Deputy Base 
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Commander, Lieutenant Colonel Charles I. Halt. Halt was a thorough and 
careful man. He had wide-ranging responsibilities for security, policing, 
law enforcement, and a large number of administrative functions at the twin 
bases. Halt also liked to "walk the ground." That's to say, he often took an 
in-depth look at some of the areas for which he had responsibility. Some¬ 
times, for example, he'd sit with the fire department personnel, talk to the 
cooks, or ride with the cops on patrol. Some officers wouldn't have gotten 
that close to the enlisted men and women under their command (many of¬ 
ficers are more detached and keep a "professional distance" from those un¬ 
der their command) and some of these more junior personnel were pretty 
nervous about being so closely scrutinized by one of the most senior offi¬ 
cers at the twin bases. Halt, however, felt that if he was to do his job 
properly, he needed to get down into the weeds and understand every as¬ 
pect of what was going on. He regarded it as the best way to get what the 
military call ground truth—not what people tell you is going on but 
what's actually going on. Burroughs acknowledges this trait but was not 
keen on it, clearly feeling a little "over-supervised": "He was high speed; 
would ride around with LE to get a feel of what was going on at the base. 
He rode with me a couple of times, always was getting in our way." 
Penniston clearly had great respect for Halt: 

Colonel Halt is what I call "An Enlisted man's Colonel"; he valued the 
Non-Commissioned Officers (NCOs) that he commanded. He valued 
their knowledge; skills; assessments, opinions , judgments and the people 
themselves , as a valuable and key part of the United States Air Force 
mission. Colonel Halt is an officer who truly believes you are only as 
good as people you command. From Major Command evaluations to 
local evaluations , the Colonel believes it was the NCO corps that made 
it all happen. Then his conduct in regards to the Rendlesham Forest 
Incident , well, he was only following orders, and he stretched those 
orders as far as he could without jeopardizing his career. 

The morning after the UFO encounter, at about 5:00 am, Halt came on duty 
and headed for the LE desk. There was some chatter and laughter, which 
abruptly stopped as he entered the room. 

"What's going on?" Halt asked. 
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"Penniston and Burroughs were out last night chasing UFOs, sir," Ser¬ 
geant McCabe replied. 

McCabe was writing up the LE blotters—the logs on which anything 
significant that occurred on the shift were recorded. The purpose of these 
logs was twofold—they were a useful part of the handover process to the 
next duty shift and they also provided a source of raw data that was in¬ 
valuable if a question was raised later, when memories had faded. 

"Put it in the blotter," Halt ordered. 

It later transpired that accounts of what had happened were written up 
not just in the Law Enforcement blotters but also in the Security blotters 
and that an Air Force Form 1569 (Incident/Complaint Report) was com¬ 
pleted by the security controllers at Central Security Control. 

Everyone was sensitive about using the loaded term "UFO," so Halt 
suggested using a vague phrase such as "unexplained lights" and maybe 
making reference to the theory concerning a possible light aircraft crash. 
Halt was to use the same phrase, "unexplained lights," later, when report¬ 
ing the incident formally to the British government, via the Ministry of 
Defence (MoD). So already, just hours after the incident, the matter was 
being played down. But perhaps more sinister forces were at work. Later 
that day. Halt became aware that the encounter Penniston and Burroughs 
had had was something far more tangible than a mere "lights in the sky" 
UFO sighting. Halt moved quickly to review not just the LE blotter (which 
he'd instructed be written up in vague terms) but also the Security blot¬ 
ter, which was likely to have the best and most accurate contemporaneous 
account of what actually took place. 

Halt's plan was frustrated. Somehow, somebody had removed both 
blotters and the incident report, with nobody on duty being able to ex¬ 
plain how. Staff Sergeant Coffey recalls "my Blotter was pulled and classi¬ 
fied SECRET by the Base Commander [Colonel Ted Conrad]." Penniston 
offers this view of the situation: 

The removal and classifying of the security blotters (AF Forms 53) 
and AF Forms 1569s (Incident and Complaint Report) were part of 
the containment process initiated by others, outside the Base Com¬ 
mand. Colonel Halt unknowingly asked the Desk Sergeant to include 
the first night's information that they had already omitted on the 
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morning after. I think it disturbed him when he became aware the se¬ 
curity blotters and 1569s had already been classified and pulled. With 
the removal of the blotters and 1569s , [without Halt's knowledge] it 
was much easier to put out a cover/containment story about the nights 
in question. 

Burroughs takes a more conspiratorial view here and offers a view on 
where the material was sent: "That, along with all the other missing docu¬ 
ments, shows that this incident was classified early on. Also, there is no 
way they just disappeared. My guess is they were sent to Germany [HQ 
United States Air Forces Europe (USAFE)] and that the State Department 
got a copy too." 

The blotters were never found, so right from the very outset we have not 
just a spectacular UFO encounter but also strong evidence of a conspiracy. 
Standard procedures were being ignored and evidence was somehow being 
removed from right under the noses of people for whom security was a way 
of life. It's difficult to see how the blotters and the incident report could 
have been spirited away without one of the key players being involved in 
some way. The alternative—that outsiders were somehow able to access the 
secure area and remove the material without attracting attention—is even 
more difficult to believe. Either way, this set the tone for what was to follow 
and led to a climate of suspicion and fear, with working relationships and 
friendships being stretched to the breaking point. 




2. THE MORNING AFTER 


In the aftermath of the UFO encounter, rumors are circulating around the 
base like wildfire. As the story gets passed from person to person, it evolves 
and takes on a life of its own. Officers and senior NCOs struggle to ensure 
that the enlisted men and women under their command concentrate on 
their normal duties. The fact that it's Christmastime doesn't help. Most of 
the people here would far rather be on leave or back home in the United 
States, with their families. It's the sort of situation that fills commanders 
with dread in a hierarchical, rule-based organization where things are 
supposed to go by the book. And that's the problem; usually, in the mili¬ 
tary, there's a Standard Operating Procedure (SOP) or protocols for every 
scenario that might arise. That way, nobody has to guess what to do or 
make up policy on the hoof. There's a set way to respond to something; 
scenario x is responded to by action y. Everyone learns it and then prac¬ 
tices it until responses are almost instinctive. It's all part of the "train 
hard, fight easy" philosophy that's central to military life—though veter¬ 
ans of the campaigns in Iraq and Afghanistan smile wryly at the idea that 
there's much "easy" fighting these days. 

So in relation to an unusual event such as a UFO sighting, where the 
actions to be taken might not be readily apparent, the first instinct would 
be to reach for the manual and see what it says. The only problem is that 
while there used to be a procedure for dealing with this, there isn't 



16 / ENCOUNTER IN RENDLESHAM FOREST 


anymore. The US government once had an official UFO investigation pro¬ 
gram, but it was terminated in 1969. 

The newly formed (it had just become a separate entity from the US 
Army) USAF set up a small UFO research and investigation unit in 1948, 
under the code name Project Sign. Unsurprisingly, this program soon ac¬ 
quired the nickname Project Saucer. Through a series of internal reorgani¬ 
zations and policy initiatives, the project name changed from Sign to Grudge 
in 1949. Finally, in 1952, there was another change and UFO investiga¬ 
tions were handled under the name by which they became best known: 
Project Blue Book. But Project Blue Book was wound up in 1969, and to 
this day the only information available about UFOs bn the Department 
of Defense (DoD) Web site is a brief history of Blue Book, followed by 
this statement: 

As a result of these investigations, studies, and experience , the conclu¬ 
sions of Project Blue Book were: 

No UFO reported, investigated, and evaluated by the Air Force has 
ever given any indication of threat to our national security. 

There has been no evidence submitted to or discovered by the Air 
Force that sightings categorized as "unidentified" represent techno¬ 
logical developments or principles beyond the range of present-day 
scientific knowledge. 

There has been no evidence indicating that sightings categorized as 
"unidentified" are extraterrestrial vehicles. 

Even assuming that a paper copy of this was readily available to base 
personnel in 1980, this would have been of no help whatsoever, because 
not only had the project been discontinued, but also the unit was clearly 
set up to deal with reports of lights or objects in the sky. The possibility 
that one of these UFOs might actually land seemed not to have occurred to 
anyone. Commanders searching for anyone in the USAF—or anywhere 
else in the US government—to hand this off to would soon have realized 
they were on their own. That only left the option of trying to hand off the 
problem to the Brits! Penniston was frustrated by this policy vacuum but 
dealt with it as best he could: 
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It was frustrating that neither the Air Force nor our base had an un¬ 
classified SOP for this security incident. However , with that in mind, 

I did improvise by using two existing ones: Aircraft Crash Security 
Response Option (SRO) and then when determined, the Helping Hand 
Security Response Option. When told by the Shift Commander during 
the debriefing the morning after , I felt it was understandable that 
there was no way to report this as a UFO incident. However •, to the 
contrary, I do believe that transmitted reports were made from the 
81st Tactical Fighter Wing (TFW) Command Post and up-channeled. 
This was due to the mission of the then largest Tactical Fighter Wing 
in the free world. 

Bentwaters and Woodbridge were American bases on British soil. This 
is a legacy from the Second World War and the Cold War, and while the 
US presence in the United Kingdom has declined, there are still a number 
of American bases in Britain. The US presence in the United Kingdom has 
always been a contentious issue with the British, many of whom resent 
foreigners on their soil. "Overpaid, oversexed, and over here" was the wry 
wartime joke about Americans, which was somewhat ungenerous, given 
the fact that D-day (and indeed victory in the Second World War itself) 
would never have happened without the massive amount of men and 
equipment provided by the American government. After the end of the 
war, the resentment lingered, especially as Britain languished in a post¬ 
war austerity to the extent that rationing was not finally abolished until 
1954. But again, the fact was that without US bases in the United Kingdom 
(and elsewhere in Europe) there would have been nothing—short of the 
unthinkable option of using nuclear weapons—to stop the Soviets invad¬ 
ing Western Europe. Without American forces, estimates were that Euro¬ 
pean armies would be capable of withstanding the onslaught of Soviet 
tanks for merely a few hours before being overrun. 

UK bases made available to the United States are commanded by a US 
officer, usually at colonel rank. In the case of Air Force bases, despite be¬ 
ing manned almost exclusively by USAF officers, the bases are prefixed 
"RAF " (Royal Air Force), maintaining a quaint fiction that these are British 
bases. Even more confusingly, there's an "RAF commander." Normally, 
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this is a more junior officer, usually at squadron leader (a UK rank two 
levels below colonel) rank. The role of the RAF Commander is to liaise 
with the US Base Commander and act as head of establishment for any UK 
MoD employees, but to all intents and purposes the main duty is to act as 
the conduit between the US commander and the MoD. 

The fact that there are US bases on UK soil makes for a fairly complex 
situation in terms of law, jurisdiction, et cetera. There are a number of 
documents relevant to this, including the North Atlantic Treaty, signed 
on April 4, 1949; the NATO Status of Forces Agreement dated June 19, 
1951; and the Visiting Forces Act of 1952. These top-level pieces of legis¬ 
lation are supplemented by a whole range of Memoranda of Understand¬ 
ing, often setting out more detailed, local arrangements between individual 
US bases in the United Kingdom and local authorities—including the 
local police, though Penniston is cynical about how this worked in prac¬ 
tice: "From the security side of things, there was no working relation¬ 
ship between Security and either the local civil police or the MoD 
Police." 

The upshot of all this legislation and associated agreements was that 
the US Base Commander had responsibility for security of the base. In this 
context, security covers law enforcement and policing. There's a common 
misperception that US jurisdiction stops at the perimeter fence and that 
security "outside the wire" is the responsibility of the UK authorities, be 
it the civil police or, in some respects, the MoD Police. This is not correct 
and the actual situation is somewhat more complex. Common sense ex¬ 
poses the fallacy of the belief that US jurisdiction stops at the perimeter 
fence. Imagine a terrorist incursion that led to a firefight between attack¬ 
ers and US security personnel. It would clearly be nonsense to suggest that 
in a fluid operational situation US personnel should be unable to go be¬ 
yond the fence when such a move might make tactical sense. Similarly, it 
would be crazy to suggest that the United States should ignore a perceived 
threat or another situation (such as an aircraft crash) where there's immi¬ 
nent danger to human life and seek to pass the responsibility to UK per¬ 
sonnel who might be miles away and unable to respond in sufficient time. 
Accordingly, one finds vague phrases such as "Operations outside the bases 
are subject to arrangements with UK authorities" in various bilateral US/ 
UK agreements and other relevant documents. But the situation is confus- 
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ing and all this caused difficulty, embarrassment, and a near diplomatic 
incident in relation to these UFO sightings. 

Despite—or perhaps because of—the lack of a formal SOP on UFOs or 
unexplained phenomena, some personnel at the base did attempt to make 
some informal attempts at an investigation the day after the initial sight¬ 
ings. Those concerned were doubtless unaware that they were driving a 
coach and horses through the defensive and prickly "we don't investigate 
UFOs anymore" response that was given routinely by the USAF, the DoD, 
and even the National Aeronautics and Space Administration (NASA) when 
asked about the subject. 

Major Edward Drury was Deputy Squadron Commander to the more 
senior Major Malcolm Zickler, who was in command of the 81st Security 
Police and Law Enforcement Squadron. Drury had been woken up and 
briefed by the on-duty Flight Security Officer, Lieutenant Fred "Skip" 
Buran, who also notified Major Zickler and Colonel Conrad, the Base Com¬ 
mander. These are the SOPs for a security incident and they were fol¬ 
lowed by Buran. Drury and the on-duty shift commander on the morning 
of December 26, Captain Mike Verrano, had been among the first two of¬ 
ficers to question Burroughs and Penniston. Drury's first thought was that 
the whole affair had been a Christmas prank, but the debriefings with 
Burroughs and Penniston, coupled with the confirmation that the UFO 
had been briefly tracked on radar from the Bentwaters Command Post, 
soon disabused him of this theory. 

At some point on the morning of December 26, Drury and Verrano de¬ 
cided to inspect the landing site themselves. Buran ordered Burroughs and 
Penniston to rendezvous with them. Also ordered to attend was Master 
Sergeant Ray Gulyas, whose job it would be to take measurements at the 
landing site, along with photographs. 

Burroughs and Penniston retraced the route they had taken the night 
before. Arriving at the point where they'd had to dismount from their 
vehicle and proceed on foot, they saw nobody, so went deeper into the for¬ 
est, to the landing site. Burroughs immediately saw the indentations that 
they'd seen in the dark and called Penniston over. Penniston paced around, 
measuring the distance between the three marks. Everything was exactly 
as they recalled it from the night before. 

At this point, Drury, Verrano, and Gulyas arrived. Burroughs and 
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Penniston briefed them, showed them the landing site, and left. Drury, 
Verrano, and Gulyas stayed at the landing site for a while and then went 
back to brief Major Zickler. Frustratingly, Zickler instructed them to re¬ 
turn immediately and rendezvous with one of the British police officers 
who had been called out the preceding night, who was concerned that he 
might have missed some evidence in the dark. This explains the discrep¬ 
ancy between the initial police report stating that nothing was found and 
the later report confirming that a landing site had been located. 

In the meantime, Penniston had returned to his lodgings in the nearby 
city of Ipswich. But sleep would not come after what he had experienced 
and he was overtaken—as if by a compulsion—to have more evidence. He 
called a British friend who was an interior decorator and picked up some 
plaster of Paris, a jug of water, and a small bucket. Penniston then drove 
back to Woodbridge, put the items into his knapsack, and went back to 
the landing site. He mixed and poured the plaster of Paris into the three 
holes, waited for around an hour while the mixture set, then removed the 
casts, wrapped them in plastic, and placed them in the knapsack. As he 
was leaving, he ran into Drury, Verrano, Gulyas, and the British police offi¬ 
cer. Drury asked Penniston what he was doing and Penniston said that he 
was just trying to put the events into their proper context by re-examining 
the landing site. Drury said they were going to handle the situation and told 
Penniston to go home, get some sleep, and let him worry about the investi¬ 
gation. Penniston departed. He said nothing about the plaster casts. This 
would be his secret—personal confirmation that what he and Burroughs 
experienced had been real: "I wanted something for me to have that was 
physical evidence of what had happened. I was driven harder by this 
thought after my meeting with the Shift Commander earlier. I had every 
indication this was going to fade fast from radar." 

As Penniston returned to Ipswich, Drury, Verrano, Gulyas, and the 
British police officer proceeded to the landing site. Gulyas took his mea¬ 
surements and shot an entire roll of film, which he later handed to Ver¬ 
rano. Verrano subsequently told him that all the pictures had been fogged. 
In a telling foretaste of the suspicion that would soon infect many of 
the participants in these strange events, Gulyas returned to the site later 
to take his own photos. While the quality is comparatively poor, a few of 
the black-and-white images survived. Bizarrely, Gulyas, like Penniston, 
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took plaster casts of the indentations* on the ground—again, on his own 
initiative. 

A few things are clear from all this. First, the policy vacuum in relation 
to UFOs is already causing confusion over who should be doing what. Far 
from being nipped in the bud by someone taking charge, this problem 
would linger, fester, and eventually explode into what nearly caused a 
diplomatic incident between the American and British governments. But 
already we have a sense of the problem, with UK police officers being called 
out during the night, departing, and then being called back the following 
morning, various USAF personnel wandering out to the landing site, and 
witnesses returning to the site of the encounter. This latter issue is the 
most interesting. Penniston wasn't just shell-shocked; it was as if he was 
under some sort of compulsion: drawn back to the landing site. Part of it 
was the understandable desire to get some sort of confirmation that this 
had actually happened—to locate some more evidence. Burroughs and 
Penniston had already revisited the site of their encounter for that very 
reason, in the dark, before returning to base on the night of December 26. 
The indentations and the tree damage had provided them with assur¬ 
ance that the incident had indeed taken place, but there may have been 
something deeper at work and the issue of a compulsion is a recurring theme 
in this whole story. 

The twin concepts of looking for confirmation and searching for evi¬ 
dence applied not just to the witnesses but also to the chain of command, 
with officers such as Drury and Verrano. Again, part of this was good man¬ 
agement (the chain of command's responsibility to the more junior ranks) 
and part of it was doubtless curiosity—who wouldn't be interested in tak¬ 
ing a look at the site where military witnesses saw a UFO land? But with 
so many of these witnesses, it almost seems as if they were drawn there by 
something and that they were looking for something more than answers— 
some deeper meaning, perhaps. 

It's particularly strange to note the way in which different people were 
doing the same thing, independently of one another. Several people took 
photos of the landing site the morning after the encounter. And when 
Gulyas returned to the site to take more photos, having his suspicions 
concerning the story that the first set had not come out, he—like 
Penniston—poured plaster of Paris into the indentations to take a mold. 
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While taking photos is arguably a fairly logical step, taking a mold of the 
indentations is a somewhat more abstract idea. 

On the point about photographs, anyone who sent their film to the 
base's photo lab was invariably told that their film had been fogged and 
that no images had come out. There's controversy over whether this was 
part of a cover-up or was a true statement, with the fogging being caused 
by high levels of radioactivity at the landing site. 

Just when it seemed that things were dying down a little, the unthink¬ 
able happened and the UFO returned. On the evening of December 27, a 
Combat Support Group awards dinner was taking place at Woody's Bar on 
Woodbridge. The Base Commander, Colonel Ted Conrad, was present, as 
was Charles Halt, the Deputy Base Commander. At some stage in the pro¬ 
ceedings, Lieutenant Bruce Englund, the on-duty shift commander, en¬ 
tered the premises looking shell-shocked, took Halt aside, and told him, 
"It's back." Halt looked confused for a moment and asked, "What's back?" 
The response from Englund was clear: "The UFO is back, sir." 

Halt conferred with Conrad over what to do. It was clear that one of 
them would have to take charge of the situation and go out into the forest. 
It was Conrad's decision to make, as the senior officer. Perhaps because he 
felt it was important for him to present the awards, perhaps because he was 
skeptical that there was any substance to the UFO sightings, or perhaps 
because, as the old military saying goes, "rank has its privileges," Con¬ 
rad made his decision: he would remain at the social function. Halt would 
go out into the cold December night, into the forest, and investigate these 
latest UFO sightings. As he walked out of the building, he had no idea 
that he would be walking into history. 


3. INTO THE DARKNESS 


As Halt left the social function, his mind-set was a mixture of frustration, 
determination, and curiosity. It was a bitterly cold night, and as he glanced 
back at the lights in Woody's Bar there could have been no doubt in his 
mind that he'd drawn the short straw—or, rather, been handed it, by his 
boss. But while Halt would far rather have stayed indoors in the warmth 
and comfort of the social club, enjoying a convivial evening with col¬ 
leagues and friends, he had a job to do. He was frustrated by the UFO ru¬ 
mors that were proving to be such a distraction to the men and women on 
the twin bases, and now, at least, had the perfect opportunity to lay the 
matter to rest. But he was curious, too, and who wouldn't be? After all, it's 
one thing to see newspaper stories about hicks seeing UFOs in the middle 
of nowhere or maybe catch an overly dramatic TV documentary on the 
subject (which was the limit of most people's exposure to the subject in 
those pre-Internet days), but it's quite another thing when personnel at 
two key military bases start seeing UFOs—and not just lights in the sky 
but something considerably more up close and personal. So despite his 
inherent skepticism and desire to bring the matter to a close, at the back of 
Halt's mind there was a spark of interest and curiosity. Maybe, just maybe, 
there was something interesting out there. 

Halt's first task was to assemble a team. Lieutenant Bruce Englund, 
who had come to Woody's Bar to report the return of the UFO, was auto¬ 
matically on the team by virtue of the fact that he was the on-duty shift 
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commander. Halt then called the Disaster Preparedness Office and spoke 
to the chief to see who was on standby. The individual concerned was 
Sergeant Monroe Nevels. Nevels was an experienced photographer and 
brought his camera as well as the piece of equipment more central to his 
duties: a Geiger counter, used to measure levels of radiation. The other 
member of the team was Master Sergeant Bobby Ball, the on-duty flight 
chief. 

While Nevels had brought his Geiger counter and camera, Halt brought 
the handheld cassette recorder that he habitually carried with him (like 
Agent Cooper in the cult TV series Twin Peaks ) to document his observa¬ 
tions and thoughts. He also took spare batteries and several micro¬ 
cassettes. Other items included flashlights, radios, a starlight scope (i.e., a 
night-vision device), and some utility jackets, in view of the extreme cold. 

In parallel, Halt ordered that the area of the forest where the UFO had 
been seen should be illuminated with light-alls. A light-all is essentially a 
set of floodlights mounted on a wheeled platform. A gasoline engine drives 
a generator that powers the lights. Light-alls are used to supply emergency 
or remote-area lighting or additional lighting for tasks such as munitions 
loading and aircraft maintenance. But for some reason, the light-alls were 
not functioning properly. There's confusion about this. Some witnesses say 
that the light-alls were simply low on gas, and this is certainly what the 
frustrated Halt believed, as he sharply ordered that they be refilled. But 
others involved have said that there was something odd about the mal¬ 
functioning light-alls, as if they were being interfered with in some way, 
perhaps akin to the way in which the radios had behaved during the ini¬ 
tial encounter with the UFO on the first night of activity. 

One consequence of the malfunctioning light-alls was the fact that 
more people got involved in the unfolding situation and more still heard 
about it. The situation was already confused, with personnel unsure 
whether to refill the light-alls with gasoline or fetch new ones from the 
motor pool. Simultaneously, through a combination of people monitoring 
radio traffic and simply talking to one another, word spread quickly 
around the twin bases that another UFO event was unfolding and that the 
Deputy Base Commander was investigating personally. Some of these per¬ 
sonnel were on-duty and some were off-duty. In what sounds suspiciously 
like a breakdown of discipline, a number of personnel headed out into the 
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forest without any orders or authority, simply out of curiosity. Halt was 
sometimes not sure who was out there as a result of his orders to provide 
functioning light-alls and who was out there on what amounted to a pri¬ 
vate enterprise. 

Airman Tony Brisciano—on-duty at the Fuels Management Branch, 
and the person on the receiving end of Halt's increasingly impatient de¬ 
mands for gasoline and light-alls—recalls that when he arrived at the 
military gas pumps at Woodbridge the scene was chaotic. There were nu¬ 
merous light-alls mounted on the backs of pickup trucks, in various stages 
of being fueled. There were also a number of police cars. Brisciano said 
that he'd never seen so many vehicles waiting for fuel at the same time 
and said this was particularly noticeable because this was in the early 
hours of the morning. Given the busy operational role of the twin bases, 
plus the heavy program of exercises, this gives an indication of just how 
major an operation was underway. 

Looking back on events. Halt is always careful to make it clear how 
small a team he took into the forest. Was this simply an attempt to down¬ 
play the incident so as to be consistent with the official US government 
line that there was no longer any official interest in UFOs or, as some con¬ 
spiracy theorists allege, was it something else? 

There's no definitive list of exactly who else was out there aside from 
the original team of Halt, Englund, Nevels, and Ball, but three individuals 
who were undisputedly out there were Sergeant Adrian Bustinza, Ser¬ 
geant Frail, and, most intriguingly of all, one of the two key witnesses 
from the first night's encounter, John Burroughs. 

While Halt waited for functioning light-alls to arrive, he decided to 
head for the landing site from the first night, to conduct his own retro¬ 
spective investigation. 

At this point, Halt decided to start using his mini cassette recorder. Halt 
recorded his thoughts and observations over the next few hours, pressing 
the stop button when nothing significant was taking place. Accordingly, 
what we have today is around eighteen minutes of dialogue, broken into 
what might best be described as separate chunks of action, punctuated by 
breaks in the tape. A complete transcript of the tape can be found as ap¬ 
pendix E, but key extracts will be quoted in this chapter, for convenience, 
at the appropriate points in the text. 
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The recording is an extraordinary piece of evidence for a number of 
reasons. It is indisputably genuine, as confirmed by Halt and several of 
the other people whose voices can clearly be heard and identified on the 
tape. And over thirty years on, when memories have inevitably faded and 
where disagreements have emerged between some of those involved, it is 
immutable. Their words reach out to us across the years, and while one 
can question their judgment and perception, they said what they said. 

Notwithstanding this, as is the case with almost every aspect of this 
extraordinary story, there's controversy here. In late 1999 Charles Halt 
told author and investigative journalist Georgina Bruni that he had four 
or five hours of tape that—unlike the eighteen minutes in the public 
domain—nobody would be allowed to hear. When she pressed him for 
details of what was on these tapes and why the material couldn't be made 
available, Halt refused to elaborate. 

In the opening statement on the tape, Halt gives a rough indication of 
his team's location and summarizes the situation with the light-alls: "One 
hundred fifty feet or more from the initial, I should say suspected, impact 
point. Having a little difficulty, we can't get the light-all to work. . . . 
There seems to be some sort of mechanical problem. Let's send back and 
get another light-all. Meantime, we're gonna take some readings from the 
Geiger counter and, er, chase around the area a little bit waiting for an¬ 
other light-all to come back in." 

The next portion of the tape deals with Halt ordering Monroe Nevels 
to use his Geiger counter in the clearing where John Burroughs and Jim 
Penniston encountered the UFO on the first night. At first Nevels finds 
nothing significant. There's natural background radiation everywhere and 
his first assessment is “just minor clicks." "OK, we're still comfortably 
safe here?" Halt asks. There's no reply on the tape, so either the response 
was given while Halt had stopped the tape or the reply was inaudible or 
given via a nod or a thumbs-up. In any event, it's a reasonable assumption 
that had the answer been "no" the men would have left the area immedi¬ 
ately. 

It will be recalled that Burroughs and Penniston had found three in¬ 
dentations on the ground, where it seems that the UFO had come to rest. 
These were the holes into which both Jim Penniston and Ray Gulyas had 
poured plaster of Paris, to obtain a cast of whatever it was that penetrated 
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the ground. When plotted out, the shape formed was a near-perfect equi¬ 
lateral triangle. The implication was that the triangular UFO had been 
supported, when it landed, on legs or landing pads of some sort, similar to 
those of the Apollo lunar landing module. The ground was rock hard, due 
to the frozen December temperatures, and Halt estimated that the object 
must have weighed several tons to cause indentations that deep. Halt in¬ 
structed Nevels to concentrate his analysis on these indentations. 

The landing site is scanned carefully, with the radiation levels appearing 
to peak in the three indentations and in the center point of the three 
indentations, i.e., directly underneath the center of where the craft had 
landed. This area seems discolored and a discussion ensues about this. 

Halt: We found a small blast—what looks like a blasted or scuffed- 
up area here. We re getting very positive readings. Let's see, is that 
near the center? 

Englund: Yes, it is. That is what we would assume would be the 
dead center. 

Shortly afterwards, there's a break in the tape. When it restarts, Halt, 
being a methodical man, gives an order for a more thorough assessment: 
"OK, why don't we do this: why don't we make a sweep-—here, I've got my 
gloves on now—let's make a sweep out around the whole area about ten 
foot out, make a perimeter run around it, starting right back here at the 
corner, back at the same first corner where we came in, let's go right back 
here. . . . [Heavy breathing.] I'm gonna have to depend on you counting 
the clicks." 

Sometime during a break in the tape at least one functioning light-all 
has arrived, because Halt says, ". . . then I can put the light on it." 

It should be remembered that investigating the landing site was not 
the reason Halt had assembled a team and gone out into the forest. He'd 
been sent out by Colonel Conrad because of a report that the UFO had re¬ 
turned. But in this initial part of the tape there's no evidence to suggest 
that the UFO is anywhere in sight and no evidence that Halt is looking for 
it. Given that Englund was the one who arrived at Woody's Bar with the 
news that the UFO had returned, it's intriguing that there's no dialogue 
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between the two of them about this on the tape. Clearly, for whatever rea¬ 
son, this discussion wasn't recorded. 

Sometimes Halt's tape picked up incoming radio transmissions from 
personnel back at base or from personnel elsewhere in the forest who were 
arriving with the light-alls. 

Having taken extensive Geiger counter readings from the landing site 
and, in particular, from the three indentations and the center point of 
the three holes, Halt now turned his attention to the trees that surrounded 
the clearing. "This looks like an abrasion on the tree," Englund observes. 
"There may be sap marks or something on it," Halt states. Englund sum¬ 
marizes the situation as he sees it: "Each one of these trees that face into 
the blast, what we assume is the landing site, all have an abrasion facing 
in the same direction, toward the center. . . ." Halt's attention is caught by 
a particular tree: "Never seen a pine tree that's been damaged react that 
fast." 

They're clearly taking samples, because Nevels asks, "You got a bottle 
to put that in?" and Halt says, "You got a sample bottle?" before Englund 
says, "Put in the soil." It seems that samples were taken not just of soil but 
also of sap and other material from the apparently damaged sides of the 
trees facing the clearing. A little later when talking about samples. Halt 
says, "Have them cut it off, and include some of that sap. . . ." 

The tree damage certainly seems consistent with what John Burroughs 
and Jim Penniston saw on the preceding night. However, a question to be 
considered is the extent to which the conclusions Halt and the others were 
making about all this were influenced by what Burroughs and Penniston 
had reported. The acid test would be this: if Halt and his men had exam¬ 
ined the clearing for some reason, randomly, without having been aware 
that a UFO had been reported to have landed there, would they have no¬ 
ticed the indentations and tree damage and, if so, would they have thought 
it as noteworthy as the tape indicates they did? 

At the same time as Halt was examining the landing site, one of the 
key players was making his way back on his own initiative. After John 
Burroughs went off-duty at the end of the shift during which he and Jim 
Penniston had their encounter, he was on a three-day break and was at 
home in Ipswich. Mirroring what had happened to Penniston, he, too, had 
trouble sleeping and felt compelled to go back to the base. When he ar- 
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rived, he met up with an LE sergeant called O'Brien who greeted him jovi¬ 
ally by saying, "Hey, it's the UFO guy!" 

O'Brien then told Burroughs something that shocked him to the core. 
He explained that there had been a further UFO sighting on the night of 
December 26, involving personnel from D-Flight: Lori Buoen and the desk 
sergeant, John Trementozzi. Buoen had seen a fiery red/orange object de¬ 
scend slowly into the forest. She reported that it had been surrounded by 
an eerie blue/white corona. When Trementozzi and other D-Flight person¬ 
nel arrived, they saw red, green, and white lights in the forest. The lights 
would appear at one spot, disappear, and then reappear at another point. 
The shift commander, Lieutenant Bonnie Tamplin, together with Master 
Sergeant Bobby Ball, went out to investigate. At one point the Jeep that 
Tamplin was driving had been struck by light beams and a blue light 
raced through the vehicle. All the power went off and the vehicle stalled 
and died. Buoen and Trementozzi had been following developments on 
their radio and heard Tamplin call out, "Bob, Bob, where are you? I can't 
see anything." Buoen recalled the fear: "She was so scared—and this was 
our lieutenant!" 

O'Brien turned to Burroughs, no longer joking, and asked, "What the 
hell do you think is really going on?" Burroughs had no explanation to 
offer. But it was clear that there had been two separate incidents, with 
C-Flight and D-Flight seemingly unaware of each other's encounters. It's 
unclear whether the failure to brief D-Flight on what happened to mem¬ 
bers of C-Flight (consistent with SOPs, which require anything that might 
impact on operations to be briefed) was simply a consequence of the miss¬ 
ing blotters or reflected a decision higher up the chain of command. 

By the time Burroughs and O'Brien had this conversation, numerous 
personnel at the twin bases were aware of the various sightings and the 
other strange events. By the time Halt and his team went out into the for¬ 
est, perhaps as many as fifty or sixty personnel were monitoring the situ¬ 
ation unofficially, either by listening in to radio communications or by 
climbing vantage points such as the control tower at Bent waters. This was 
in addition to those on-duty personnel who were involved directly in 
some capacity, either out with Halt or—as with the personnel refueling 
the light-alls—supporting Halt's investigation. 

While most of the off-duty "spectators" were content to take a passive 
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role, Burroughs was not. Having been so intimately involved on the first 
night, he wanted to go out to see what was happening. Partly this was a 
desire for confirmation (that he wasn't going crazy and that he and Pen- 
niston hadn't somehow imagined the whole thing) and maybe for some 
form of closure. But more than that, it was a compulsion. Burroughs felt 
that something was actively drawing him back out into the forest. 

Burroughs hitched a ride with two friends who were heading out to 
the East Gate. At that point he transferred into a military Jeep and moved 
forward to the staging area where the light-alls were. The Halt tape cap¬ 
tures the following exchange: 

Security Control to Ball: You have Airman Burroughs and two 
other personnel requesting to ride 'em over [sic] on a Jeep at your 
location. 

Ball: Tell them negative at this time. We'll tell them when they can 
come out here. We don't want them out here right now. 

The irritation in Ball's voice can clearly be heard. It's extremely un¬ 
likely he knew that Burroughs wasn't even on-duty—a fact that would 
doubtless have made Ball considerably more irritated. Halt, too, was irri¬ 
tated, but it's unclear whether his irritation was caused by a growing sense 
that things were getting out of hand, with too many people milling around 
in the forest, whether he was concerned about contamination of evidence 
at the landing site, or whether the spikes in radiation levels made him 
think it was prudent to keep people back unless they had an absolute 
need to be there. While Nevels never once intimated that the peaks in ra¬ 
diation they were recording were dangerously high—as common sense 
indicates he would have done had the levels been potentially harmful— 
there's something almost primal about the word "radiation." Especially for 
a layperson, who may be unaware that there's natural background radiation 
everywhere, the word invariably conjures up images of post-Hiroshima 
or -Nagasaki radiation-sickness victims or of emaciated cancer patients who 
have undergone chemotherapy. It would be a basic instinct of Halt and 
Englund, as the senior men present, to want to avoid exposing the men and 
women under their command to any threat. 
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There was also the legal position to'think of. Because there are various 
circumstances (e.g., a perceived security situation, which was arguably 
the case here) where it's quite proper for US personnel to deal with a situ¬ 
ation off-base, jurisdiction wasn't an issue. Generally speaking, though, 
the UK police would have primacy (jurisdiction can be concurrent—i.e., 
rest with more than one person or organization—but invariably one indi¬ 
vidual or body has lead responsibility) and it might look odd for so many 
US military personnel to be out in the forest. There was also the presenta¬ 
tional issue to think of. How would the story play out in the press, if the 
media got hold of it? These were the sorts of issues that would probably 
have been more in Halt's mind than in the minds of more junior per¬ 
sonnel. 

A final complicating factor would have been if Halt knew—or suspected— 
that some of the personnel out in the forest had been armed. Again, there's 
no absolute prohibition on this (nobody would expect personnel respond¬ 
ing to a terrorist incident to do so unarmed), but the set of circumstances 
in which this would be permissible is extremely limited. Testimony on the 
question of whether anyone out in the forest that night was armed is in¬ 
conclusive. The official line, of course, is that they were not. Many of 
those involved made a point of stating that as they left the base they left 
their weapons, but some testimony suggests at least some personnel were 
armed. 

For the next few minutes Halt and the three men with him continue to 
examine the clearing. Nevels takes further readings with the Geiger counter 
and pays particular attention to the trees around the edge of the clearing— 
focusing on the sides of them facing the clearing, where the higher levels 
of radiation were detected. Halt also instructs that the starlight scope be 
deployed. He proceeds to look at the trees through this image intensifier 
and is clearly impressed by the results: "Getting a definite heat reflection 
off the tree," he says at one point. Then, "Three trees in the area, immedi¬ 
ately adjacent to the site, within ten feet of the suspected landing site; 
we're picking up heat reflection off the trees." 

Halt then notices "hot spots" on the ground. "Here, someone wanna 
look at the spots on the ground?" and then, "Whoops, watch you don't 
step . . . you're walking all over 'em. . . . OK, let's step back and not walk 
all over 'em"—again, it's not clear if Halt is worried about evidence being 
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lost or contaminated or he's concerned about the health consequences if 
his men stepped on a potential radiation hot spot. Either way. Halt is 
clearly spooked by this, because the tape is punctuated with observations 
such as, "Hey, this is eerie," and, "This is strange." 

Halt then tries to correlate the hot spots with the three indentations 
and, in particular, the center point formed by the three indentations. The 
following exchange between Halt and Nevels documents this as well as 
giving an insight into the potential significance of all this: 

Halt: You say there is a positive aftereffect? 

■V 

Nevels: Yes, there is, definitely. That's on the center spot. There is 
an aftereffect. 

Nevels: What does that mean? 

* 

Englund: It means that when the lights are turned off, once we are 
focused in and allow time for the eyes to adjust—we are getting an 
indication of a heat source coming out of that center spot, as, er, 
which will show up on— 

Halt: Heat or some form of energy. It's hardly heat at this stage of 
the game [i.e., nearly two days after whatever landed in the clear¬ 
ing departed]. 

Englund: And it is still . . . 

There's then another break in the tape. The next recording is a mono¬ 
logue in which Halt describes some more tree damage: "Looking directly 
overhead one can see an opening in the trees, plus some freshly broken 
pine branches on the ground underneath. Looks like some of them came 
off about fifteen to twenty feet up. Some of the branches [are] about an 
inch or less in diameter." 

Again, this would seem to be consistent with what John Burroughs and 
Jim Penniston reported previously. It was a small clearing and the implica¬ 
tion is that the UFO had to maneuver its way in from directly above, which 
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would almost inevitably have involved* causing some damage to the can¬ 
opy and other branches lower down. This is an assumption, of course, as 
Burroughs and Penniston didn't see the craft arrive. But they saw it de¬ 
part and the slow ascent—prior to the "speed—impossible" departure— 
seemed consistent with the sort of careful maneuver required to negotiate 
a small hole in the canopy. 

Then there's another break in the tape. 

Halt has described the hot spots as being "eerie" and "strange." But the 
whole situation is about to get considerably more strange. 





4 . 


IT’S COMING THIS WAY 


Thus far, Halt, Englund, Ball, and Nevels have gone out into the forest in 
response to a report that the UFO seen two nights previously and encoun¬ 
tered at close quarters by John Burroughs and Jim Penniston has returned. 
Halt called for light-alls to illuminate the forest, but they're either malfunc¬ 
tioning, low on gas, or both. While waiting for some functioning light-alls 
to arrive, Halt has led the three men to the clearing where the UFO was 
seen to land in the early hours of December 26 and has undertaken an ex¬ 
amination of the scene, noticing indentations on the ground and damage to 
trees that's attributed to the UFO. Radiation readings have been taken with 
a Geiger counter and seem to correlate with where the UFO was seen to 
land, and "hot spots" have been recorded with a night-vision device. 

Halt has been recording his observations on his handheld cassette re¬ 
corder. After a lengthy discussion about the "hot spots" there's another 
break in the tape. When the tape resumes. Halt does something that he 
hasn't done before and helpfully gives the time. The observation that fol¬ 
lows is interesting: "Oh-one-forty-eight. We're hearing very strange 
sounds out of the farmer's barnyard animals. . . . They're very, very ac¬ 
tive, making an awful lot of noise." In fact, though the landing site is some 
distance into the forest, as reached from RAF Woodbridge, it's very near 
the boundary between the easternmost edge of the forest and a large field. 
The field is part of Green Farm, in the tiny hamlet of Capel St. Andrew. 

There's dispute about what animals were on this farm in 1980 or in any 
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location sufficiently close to be audible to Halt and the others. Interest¬ 
ingly, one thing Halt doesn't mention, which we know were at the farm¬ 
house and on other nearby properties, is dogs. This suggests that it wasn't 
the farmyard animals that Halt heard, as this would undoubtedly have set 
off the dogs. It's possible that what the men heard were muntjac deer 
(sometimes known as barking deer), which can be found in Rendlesham 
Forest. Muntjac deer are nocturnal, so it may be that there was nothing 
unusual about these noises, which could have been cries of alarm (and it's 
possible that it was the presence of Halt and the others that disturbed 
them in the first place!) or noises associated with fighting or mating. 

However, what happened next casts doubt on these mundane potential 
explanations and suggests—as Halt believes—that something else dis¬ 
turbed the animals. 

Halt: You just saw a light? Where? Wait a minute. Slow down. Where? 

Englund: Right on this position here. Straight ahead in between 

the trees—there it is again. . . . Watch—straight ahead off my flash¬ 
light, there now, sir. There it is again. 

Halt: Hey, I see it, too. What is it? 

Englund: We don't know, sir. 

Halt: It's a strange, small red light, looks to be out maybe a quarter 

to a half mile, maybe further out. I'm gonna switch off. 

A full transcript of the tape can be found as appendix E, but what fol¬ 
lows are the key extracts from the next few minutes, as the UFO is ob¬ 
served by Halt and the others. These are in the correct order but with 
some less relevant quotes edited out or shortened, so as to give readers a 
clearer idea of what was being seen in relation to the UFO: 

Halt: Is it back again? 


Englund: Yes, sir. 
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Halt: Well, douse the flashlights then. Let's go back to the edge of 
the clearing so we can get a better look at it. See if you can get the 
star scope on it. The light's still there and all the barnyard animals 
have gotten quiet now. 

• * • • • 

Halt:. . . We're about one hundred fifty or two hundred yards from 
the site. . . . Everything else is just deathly calm. There is no doubt 
about it—there's some type of strange flashing red light ahead. 

Englund: Sir, it's yellow. 

Halt: I saw a yellow tinge in it, too. Weird! It appears to be maybe 
moving a little bit this way? It's brighter than it has been. . . . It's 
coming this way. It is definitely coming this way. 

Unknown: Pieces of it shooting off . . . 

Halt: Pieces of it are shooting off. 

Halt: There is no doubt about it. This is weird! 

Unknown: To the left! 


Nevels: Two lights—one light just behind and one light to the left. 

Halt: Keep your flashlights off. There's something very, very 
strange. . . . 

Halt: OK. Pieces are falling off it again! 

Englund: Sir, it just moved to the right. 

Halt: Strange! . . . OK, we're looking at the thing; we're probably 
about two to three hundred yards away. It looks like an eye wink¬ 
ing at you. Still moving from side to side, and when you put the star 
scope on it, it sort of like has a hollow center, a dark center; it's . . . 
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Englund: . . . like a pupil— ^ 

Halt: Yeah, like a pupil of an eye looking at you, winking. And the 
flash is so bright to the star scope that it almost burns your eye. 

Halt: We've passed the farmer's house and are crossing the next 
field and we now have multiple sightings of up to five lights with a 
similar shape and all, but they seem to be steady now rather than a 
pulsating. . . . We've just crossed the creek. 

Halt: At two-forty-four we're at the far side of the farmer's . . . the 
second farmer's field and made [a] sighting again about one hundred 
ten degrees. This looks like it's clear out to the coast. It's right on 
the horizon. Moves about a bit and flashes from time to time. Still 
steady or red in color. . . . 

Halt: Three-oh-five. We see strange, uh, strobe-like flashes to 
the . . . rather sporadic, but there's definitely something . . . uh, some 
kind of phenomenon. . . . [D]irectly north, we've got two strange 
objects, ah, half-moon shape, dancing about, with colored lights on 
'em. . . . The half-moons have now turned into full circles as though 
there was an ellipse—eclipse or something there for a minute or 
two. 

In the next-to-last segment on the tape, we hear Halt and his team ex¬ 
perience an extremely close encounter. Listening to the recording, one can 
clearly hear a mixture of bewilderment, tension, excitement, and fear in 
the men's voices over the next few exchanges: 

Halt: Now three fifteen. Now we've got an object about ten degrees 
directly south. . . . 

Nevels: To the left. 


Halt: Ten degrees off the horizon. . . . And the ones to the north 
are moving—one's moving away from us. 







38 / ENCOUNTER IN RENDLESHAM FOREST 


Nevels: Moving out fast. 

♦ ♦ ♦ • ♦ 

Halt: They're both heading north. Hey, here he comes from the 

south—he's coming toward us now!. 

Unknown: Weird. 

Halt: Now we're observing what appears to be a beam coming 

down to the ground! 

Unknown: Colors! 

Halt: This is unreal. [Incredulous laugh.] 

At the point when Halt observes the beam of light coming down to the 
ground panicked shouts can be heard in the background. Halt has clari¬ 
fied that what happened at this point was that a pencil-thin beam of light, 
like a laser, struck a point on the ground directly in front of them, about 
ten feet ahead, illuminating the ground. As he speculated in later years, 
"We just stood there in awe, you know? Is this a warning, is this a signal, 
is this a communication? What is this? A weapon?" 

There's another break in the tape and then Halt makes the penultimate 
remark in this section: "Halt: Three thirty, oh-three-thirty, and the ob¬ 
jects are still in the sky, although the one to the south looks like it's losing 
a little bit of altitude. We're turning around and heading back toward, uh, 
the base. The object to the south—the object to the south is still beaming 
down lights to the ground." 

There's a final break, before the very last observation: "Halt: oh-four- 
hundred hours. One object still hovering over Woodbridge Base at about 
five to ten degrees off the horizon, still moving erratic and similar lights 
and beaming down as earlier." 

It was an ironic situation. Having left Woodbridge Base several hours 
earlier, in response to a report that a UFO had again been seen in the for¬ 
est, Halt and his men had encountered several UFOs, one of which had 
fired a light beam virtually at his feet. But now, as he was some distance 
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from the base, the UFO was directly oyer Woodbridge, firing beams of 
light down at the base. It was as if the intelligence behind the craft (and 
Halt has never once doubted that there was an intelligence involved) was 
toying with them and showing Halt just how easy it was to penetrate the 
area's air defenses and operate with total impunity over one of the most 
sensitive military bases in the NATO alliance. 

But what about John Burroughs? Halt has been oddly reluctant to ac¬ 
knowledge the presence of Burroughs on this third night of activity, de¬ 
spite the evidence from his own tape recorder. Burroughs recalls that after 
having initially been denied permission to join Halt and his team, he was 
eventually allowed to do so. He recalls that he and Sergeant Adrian 
Bustinza were then authorized to approach one of the lights, on the basis 
that Burroughs would be able to ascertain whether or not this was the 
same thing he and Penniston encountered on the first night. Burroughs 
describes what happened next: 

All of a sudden in front of us we had a blue transparent light come 
streaking towards us and then a white object kind of appeared up 
above and then floated down and was sitting out there in the distance. 

I asked for permission to go towards it to see if I could get a closer 
look. As we started going towards it , it appeared to start coming to¬ 
wards us. Sergeant Bustinza was on my right. He went down to the 
ground. He saw me go into the light. He saw me disappear. He saw 
the light explode and I was gone for several minutes before I reap¬ 
peared. I have no recall of it. I have no memory of what happened. 

The next thing I know I was standing in the field and whatever it was , 
was gone. It was like , "What just happened?" 

From conversations with Bustinza in lat$r years, Burroughs believes 
that what happened was a repeat of what happened on the first night. In 
other words, after an "explosion of light" the triangular craft appeared 
from the light, but he had somehow gone "into the light," as he believes he 
did on both nights. 


5. CHARLES HALT OVER THE YEARS 


Until John Burroughs and Jim Penniston decided to speak out, Charles 

Halt has probably been the person most closely associated with the 

* 

Rendlesham Forest incident. In the absence of the documents and photos 
that have mysteriously disappeared, his tape recording is one of the key 
pieces of evidence concerning the second encounter in the forest, on the 
night of December 27/28. But while a good intelligence analyst will always 
want to see the raw data (in this case, the original tape recording), it's no 
less important to summarize this material so as to give a more easily di¬ 
gestible account. And who better to summarize this raw data than Halt 
himself, so he can add some color? In that way, we can see what events 
strike him as important and see what he actually thinks about all this, par¬ 
ticularly with the benefit of hindsight. 

Fortunately, there is a way we can do this. Over the years, in a number 
of different places, Halt has made various statements about what hap¬ 
pened. As is often the case, the UFO and conspiracy theory community 
either are not aware of this material, misinterpret it, or misrepresent it— 
whether these viewpoints be those of believers or skeptics. Against this 
background, it's important to look at this material carefully. 

On November 12, 2007, Charles Halt was one of a number of panelists 
at an extraordinary press conference held at the National Press Club in 
Washington, D.C. The event was organized and sponsored by James Fox, 
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a documentary filmmaker, and Leslie Kean, an investigative journalist 
who headed up an organization called the Coalition for Freedom of Infor¬ 
mation. The event featured a number of retired government, military, and 
aviation community personnel who had either seen a UFO while on duty 
or undertaken an official investigation into UFO sightings. The event was 
moderated by the former Arizona governor Fife Symington III. 

Charles Halt was one of the panelists and after setting out the back¬ 
ground to the sightings he described events as follows: 

We suddenly observed a bright red/orange oval object with a black 
center. It reminded me of an eye and appeared as though blinking. It 
maneuvered horizontally through the trees with occasionally vertical 
movement. When approached it receded and silently broke into five 
white lights which quickly vanished. We moved out of the forest into a 
pasture and observed several objects with multiple lights in the north¬ 
ern sky. They changed in shape from elliptical to round. 

Several other objects were seen to the south. One approached at 
high speed and sent down a concentrated beam near our feet. Another 
object sent down beams into the weapons storage area. 

He concluded with the following assessment: 

I have no idea what we saw but do know whatever we saw was 
under intelligent control. 

On June 17, 2010, Charles Halt signed a notarized affidavit giving a 
brief summary of what he saw and setting out his view of this. The docu¬ 
ment was witnessed by Katherine C. Shaw, a Virginia public notary. The 
document described the encounter thus: 

. . . our security team observed a light that looked like a large eye, red 
in color , moving through the trees. After a few minutes this object be¬ 
gan dripping something that looked like molten metal. A short while 
later it broke into several smaller , white-colored objects which flew 
away in all directions . . . 

. . . someone noticed a similar object in the southern sky. It was 
round and, at one point , it came toward us at a very high speed. It 
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stopped overhead and sent down a small pencil-like beam, sort of like 
a laser beam. That illuminated the ground about ten feet from us and 
we just stood there in awe . . . 

This object then moved back toward Bentwaters, and continued to 
send down beams of light, at one point near the Weapons Storage 
Area. 

Halt concluded with the following assessment: 

I believe the objects that I saw at close quarter were extraterres¬ 
trial in origin and that the security services of both the United States 
and the United Kingdom have attempted—both then and now—to 
subvert the significance of what occurred at Rendlesham Forest and 
RAF Bentwaters by the use of well-practiced methods of disinformation. 

This is nothing short of sensational. Note how by 2007 Halt had dis¬ 
carded his careful phraseology about having "no idea" what the craft he 
saw was but stated that it was "under intelligent control"—a phrase that 
left the door open for the possibility of a secret, prototype aircraft or 
drone. His "I believe the objects that I saw at close quarter were extra¬ 
terrestrial in origin" statement leaves no doubt whatsoever about his 
assessment. 

It's a hypothetical point, but it's intriguing to speculate what the reac¬ 
tion would have been from his chain of command, the media, and the 
public had Halt gone public with such a statement at the time of the inci¬ 
dent! 

Halt's next point is no less incendiary. To accuse the US and UK secu¬ 
rity services of subversion and disinformation in relation to this incident 
is an extraordinary statement from a man whom I know to be extremely 
careful with every word that he says. Note, for example, how he's careful 
to follow the official "neither confirm nor deny" line in relation to the 
presence of nuclear weapons. It's an accusation that—had he made it at the 
time—would almost certainly have resulted in his being removed from 
the United Kingdom, reprimanded, and possibly dismissed from the ser¬ 
vice. 

On September 22, 2012, Charles Halt was one of the panelists at an 
event held at the National Atomic Testing Museum in Las Vegas. The 
event was titled "Military UFOs: Secrets Revealed" and it was almost 
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without precedent for a Smithsonian-affiliated institution to host an event 
on UFOs. 

Halt gave a twenty-minute presentation that was in line with the pre¬ 
vious two statements quoted, but—in view of the available time—fleshed 
out some of the details. He essentially repeated his two key points, first, 
that he believes the UFO he and others saw was extraterrestrial in origin 
and second, that elements within the US and UK intelligence community 
were responsible for covering up the incident. On this latter point, Halt 
said this: ''I've heard many people say that it's time for the government 
to appoint an agency to investigate . . . [UFOs]. Folks, there is an agency, 
a very close-held, compartmentalized agency that's been investigating this 
for years, and there's a very active role played by many of our intelligence 
agencies that probably don't even know the details of what happens once 
they collect the data and forward it. It's kind of scary, isn't it?" 

In another direct quote on the same issue. Halt stated: "I'm firmly con¬ 
vinced there's an agency and there is an effort to suppress." 

He went on to say this: "In the last couple of years the British have 
released a ton of information, but has anybody ever seen what their con¬ 
clusions were or heard anything about Bentwaters officially? When the 
documents were released, the timeframe when I was involved in the inci¬ 
dent is missing—it's gone missing. Nothing else is missing." 

Halt went on to address the question of why he hasn't suffered any ad¬ 
verse consequences from speaking out about this incident in such robust 
terms: "Probably for a couple of good reasons; number one, my rank and 
some of the jobs I've held; but also, very early on, I sat down and made a 
very detailed tape and made several copies of everything I know about it 
and they're secluded away. Maybe I'm paranoid. I don't know, but I think 
it was time well spent when I made the tapes." 

Phrases such as "sat down and made a very detailed tape" and "very 
early on" strongly suggest Halt was not referring to the tape recording 
that he made at the time of the incident but to a more detailed tape, re¬ 
corded shortly after the event, perhaps as some sort of "insurance policy." 
Halt has not elaborated on this point. 

In the question and answer session that followed the individual pre¬ 
sentations, Halt clashed with Colonel John Alexander. Alexander is a re¬ 
tired US Army officer who undertook an official search for a UFO-related 
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group operating somewhere within government, after the termination of 
Project Blue Book. Alexander's group of military, intelligence community, 
and aerospace industry officials all had Top Secret/Sensitive Compartmen¬ 
talized Information security clearances and was called the Advanced The¬ 
oretical Physics Group—they deliberately avoided using the term "UFO" 
so as to avoid falling within the scope of any UFO-related Freedom of In¬ 
formation Act (FOIA) requests. They concluded that UFOs were "real" but 
found no evidence of any covert group studying the phenomenon. 

When Alexander told Halt there was no cover-up, Halt called him na¬ 
ive and implied it was arrogant to assume that just because Alexander's 
group didn't find something it didn't exist. Halt went on to suggest that 
such a group might have been deliberately moved to the private sector 
(doubtless to some company where the senior figures are retired military 
and intelligence personnel), with the twin aims of lessening the scope for 
congressional scrutiny and taking it outside the scope of the Freedom of 

Information Act. Halt has a fair point here, and it's worth noting that 

* 

while access to classified information depends to some extent on your se¬ 
curity clearance, it also depends on your "need to know." If the "informa¬ 
tion owner" judges you have no "need to know," you won't get access, no 
matter how high your security clearance—or rank. 

Penniston is clear who he thinks has it right: "I fully support Colonel 
Halt on his assessment and there was a cover-up (containment) initiated 
from the outset. Halt is right." 

Burroughs offers this assessment: "Alexander is still following the com¬ 
pany line about what he knows. Halt seems to be opening up with new 
details on what he has known for years." 

While these wider issues of secrecy and access to classified information 
can be endlessly debated, it's important not to lose sight of the central and 
explosive nature of Halt's statements, namely, that the Deputy Base Com¬ 
mander of two of the most important bases in the NATO alliance en¬ 
countered a UFO in close proximity to the installations, thinks it was 
extraterrestrial in origin, and believes that this was covered up by Ameri¬ 
can and British intelligence. 

These are about as sensational a group of UFO-related claims as a se¬ 
nior military officer could make. 




6. THE MOST IMPORTANT BASES IN NATO 


Most of the witnesses to the Rendlesham Forest incident, along with many 
other people who were posted to the bases at Bentwaters and Woodbridge 
but who are not part of the story, have described the area as being "weird," 
"creepy," or other variations on the same theme. Because of this and in or¬ 
der to place these extraordinary events into their proper historical and 
geopolitical context, it seems appropriate to go into some more details 
about the area in 1980, the history of the twin bases, their role at the time 
of the incident, and the command structure that was in operation. 

The county of Suffolk, in the United Kingdom, lies less than one hun¬ 
dred miles from London. But in terms of its character, it might as well be 
half a world away. The flat, low-lying, and largely rural landscape consists 
of a mixture of farmland, wetlands, and small towns. The area is rich in 
history, with archaeological finds and sites dating back to the Stone Age. 
Sutton Hoo, near Woodbridge, is the site of one of the most important ar¬ 
chaeological sites in the United Kingdom, where two massive Anglo-Saxon 
burial sites dating from the early seventh century yielded a wealth of 
finds, including a warrior's helmet, weapons, and an entire ship! 

From as far back as when the United Kingdom was first settled, before 
the changing geography turned Britain into an island, Suffolk was inhab¬ 
ited. The English Channel may have made things more difficult, but it cer¬ 
tainly didn't stop waves of invaders and migrants coming to Suffolk to 
pillage, settle, or conquer. The Romans, the Anglo-Saxons, and the Vikings 
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all left their mark on this ancient land. Pagans and then Christians wor¬ 
shiped here. The area is rich in legend and folklore, with stories of ghosts, 
witches, and monsters. Stories include that of Black Shuck, a ghostly black 
dog (often associated with the devil) said to roam the area. More recently. 
East End Charlie is the name given to the ghost of a German Luftwaffe pi¬ 
lot supposedly killed in the area during the Second World War. Rumors of 
witchcraft persist to this day, and in this sparsely populated area with its 
insular people, it's not hard to believe such stories. 

From the early twentieth century Suffolk has played host to some of 
the most secretive and groundbreaking scientific and military research 
and development undertaken in the United Kingdom, Even now, not all 
the details of this can be made public. From secret sites such as Bawdsey 
Manor and Orfordness work was done that was to change the world. 

In 1915 the Armament Experimental Squadron was based at Orford¬ 
ness, where increasingly powerful bombs were tested, against the back¬ 
drop of the First World War. In the thirties, as war with Nazi Germany 
approached, the Air Ministry asked Scottish meteorologist Robert Watson- 
Watt whether it was possible that radio waves might be focused into a 
beam powerful enough to incapacitate a pilot or even to destroy an aircraft. 
So far as we know, no such death ray was ever developed, but Watson- 
Watt reported that radio waves might have an alternative use, detecting 
incoming aircraft. A research team was set up at Orfordness and they later 
relocated to Bawdsey Manor, which was renamed Bawdsey Research Sta¬ 
tion. The result of this, of course, was radar and the construction of a 
chain of radar stations that became operational just in time to play a deci¬ 
sive role in the Battle of Britain and thus, arguably, in the outcome of the 
Second World War itself. 

After the war, the United Kingdom's fledgling nuclear program was 
based at Orfordness, where the Atomic Weapons Research Establishment 
was based until it transferred to Aldermaston in 1971. There is also some 
evidence that weather modification experiments may have taken place at 
this site, and it may be no coincidence that the area has been hit by ex¬ 
treme weather many times over the years, from the North Sea Flood of 
1953 to the Great Storm of 1987—which hit Rendlesham Forest particu¬ 
larly hard, all but flattening large swathes of the forest. 

Bawdsey later became home to a secret US research project code- 
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named Cobra Mist, designed at developing an over-the-horizon radar 
system. 

Martlesham Heath is another interesting local site. Opened in 1917, when 
it housed the Aeroplane Experimental Unit, the site later became home 
to a British Telecommunications research facility that has close links 
with the United Kingdom's three intelligence agencies; MI5, MI6, and 
GCHQ. 

The nearby village of Sizewell, on the coast, is the site of two massive 
nuclear power stations, Magnox Sizewell A and Pressurized Water Reac¬ 
tor Sizewell B. 

Part of the job of a good intelligence analyst is to look for pieces of ap¬ 
parently separate information that, when linked, form a single, coherent 
picture. It's a bit like assembling a jigsaw puzzle, with the picture only 
becoming clear when enough small pieces (that themselves may appear 
unremarkable) have been assembled. Being able to spot connections is a 
key skill. However, humans often see patterns where none exist. An ex¬ 
ample is pareidolia—where people "see" the face of Jesus in a Danish pas¬ 
try. So it is in intelligence, where looking for connections is an important 
skill but where it's equally important to avoid seeing connections that 
aren't there. It gets even more complicated when, because of an analyst's 
personal view or a perception of what his or her political bosses want, a 
conclusion-led approach is taken. A good example would be the way in 
which certain people went looking for a connection between the 9/11 ter¬ 
ror attacks and Saddam Hussein's regime, because that's what they ex¬ 
pected (and in some cases wanted) to find. Suffice to say, we highlight the 
history of the area not to allege or imply any connection with the Rendle- 
sham Forest incident but to give some local "color," so readers get a better 
sense of the stage on which these events played out. 

The twin bases of Bentwaters and Woodbridge date back to the Second 
World War. Woodbridge was completed in 1943 and Bentwaters in 1944. 
By this time, the tide of the war had turned, and a key role in this was the 
part played by the RAF's Bomber Command and by the US Army Air 
Corps (the USAF had yet to be formed as a separate military branch). Fly¬ 
ing from bases in the United Kingdom and sometimes mounting raids 
where over a thousand aircraft took part, RAF and US aircraft bombed 
the cities and industrial sites of Nazi Germany relentlessly, pegging back 
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Germany's military production. But the price was high. Casualties were 
horrendous, and the lumbering bombers were vulnerable to German fight¬ 
ers and anti-aircraft guns alike. Many aircraft made the return leg badly 
damaged, pilots desperately using all their skills to coax their planes back 
over the sea to England. In such a situation, building new airfields on the 
east coast was a sensible tactic, as damaged aircraft were often both un¬ 
stable in the extreme and desperately short of fuel. Airfields such as Bent- 
waters and Woodbridge were designed specifically for such damaged 
aircraft, to give aircrews who did make it back over the sea a location 
where they could quickly land damaged aircraft. The runways were 
among the widest and longest in the country and these "emergency air¬ 
strips" undoubtedly saved many lives. 

After the end of the war, the future of the bases was uncertain, but the 
Second World War was soon followed by the Cold War, and as Churchill's 
"iron curtain" descended, cutting Europe in two, the USAF (formed in 
1947) took over the twin bases in 1951. 

It's important to understand the politico-military situation at the time 
of the Rendlesham Forest incident. With our current pre-occupation with 
small regional conflicts and with terrorism, it's easy to forget that in 1980 
there was a very real sense that nuclear war between America and the So¬ 
viet Union—or, technically, between NATO and the Warsaw Pact nations— 
might break out. If we zero in on 1980 we find ourselves at a point where 
a developing situation would soon evolve into the greatest period of East/ 
West tension since the Cuban Missile Crisis in 1962, when the world stood 
on the brink of nuclear war. 

In the United Kingdom, the uncompromising Conservative Margaret 
Thatcher was Prime Minister, having won the General Election in 1979 to 
become the United Kingdom's first female prime minister. Though his in¬ 
auguration was not until January 1981, Ronald Reagan had won the US 
election on November 4, 1980, and though the Thatcher/Reagan partner¬ 
ship was yet to take shape, it was clear that in both the United States and 
the United Kingdom a tougher stance would be taken on the Soviet Union 
than had previously been the case. 

As it turned out, the resolve of these two hard-line politicians was soon 
to be tested. The seeds of the crisis they would face were sown in the un¬ 
likely location of a Polish shipyard in Gdansk, by a union official named 
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Lech Walesa. The Solidarity trade union had been formed on September 
17, 1980, after an earlier wave of strikes. It was the first union in the War¬ 
saw Pact not to be controlled by the Communist Party of the nation in 
which it was based. 

It is still unclear just how close we came to World War Three at this 
time, not least because so much of the information is still highly classified— 
especially information regarding Cold War spy Colonel Ryszard Kuklihski, 
who was spirited out of Poland by the CIA shortly before martial law was 
declared in December 1981. There's some intriguing historical evidence to 
suggest that a Soviet invasion of Poland had been scheduled for Decem¬ 
ber 8, 1980, under the cover of a scheduled military exercise called Soyuz 

1980. Supposedly, the invasion was only called off on December 5 when 
the Polish government assured the Soviets they'd deal with Solidarity in¬ 
ternally—an assurance Soviet leader Leonid Brezhnev accepted, subject 
to conditions. While some historians believe the invasion threat was a 
Soviet bluff, designed to persuade the Polish government to launch its 
own crackdown on Solidarity, others are not sure, given the erratic nature 
of the aging Brezhnev and other Soviet leaders. Even if it was a bluff on 
this occasion, there was a strong possibility the Soviets would take a hard 
line if the Polish government couldn't control the situation. While the 
separate and better-known crisis that was to evolve from the January 15, 

1981, meeting between Lech Walesa and Pope John Paul II was still in the 
(not too distant) future when the Rendlesham Forest incident took place, 
the Soyuz 1980 affair may have been by far the greater crisis—and may 
have come to a head just before the Rendlesham Forest incident took 
place. 

Those people serving on the bases were unaware of these high-level 
dramas but clearly knew something was going on. Burroughs describes 
the general atmosphere thus: "Things were calm when I first got there, but 
after the mission came on line with the A-10 and Reagan became President, 
things became very edgy." 

Even now, over thirty years after the Rendlesham Forest incident (with 
Bentwaters closed and operating as a commercial business park and with 
Woodbridge returned to the MoD and largely used as a military barracks), 
the full story of the twin bases cannot be told. We can give an outline 
of the role of the establishments, the mission, the equipment, and the 





50 / ENCOUNTER IN RENDLESHAM FOREST 


personnel, but some details are still classified and must remain so. This 
has placed us in a difficult position. One the one hand, it is frustrating to 
have to leave out some key parts of the story, especially when some of 
them are told (with varying degrees of accuracy) by others and are freely 
available on the Internet. However, in other respects, there was never any 
choice about this. John Burroughs, Jim Penniston, and I have all taken 
security oaths that bind us for life, and we take this seriously, both in a 
legal sense and in the sense that we remain loyal to our former govern¬ 
ment masters. Divulging classified information without proper authoriza¬ 
tion is not only a criminal offence that carries severe penalties; it's also a 
betrayal of trust. 

Burroughs and Penniston are loyal ex-military personnel who served 
with dedication and distinction. They have risked their lives for their 
country and for the ideals of freedom and democracy that they cherish. 
Despite the frustration they feel at having to leave out parts of the story 
that some people might consider important, this isn't negotiable. Values 
such as integrity, honesty, and loyalty are hardwired into people such as 
Burroughs and Penniston. 

Regrettably, it doesn't always work the other way around. Despite the 
fact that loyalty should be a two-way street, Burroughs, Penniston, and 
many of the other young men and women caught up in these events feel 
betrayed by the chain of command. They suspect that either the chain of 
command (or some people therein) knew something about these events or, 
conversely, they ignored them because of the knee-jerk prejudice often 
elicited by even the use of the term "UFO." Worse still, they believe that 
afterwards the events were either downplayed or actively covered up and 
that some witnesses were threatened and drugged or, at the less serious 
end of the spectrum, left to get on with their careers and their lives with 
no counseling or other form of aftercare. 

Though nominally two separate military establishments (lying close 
together, separated in part by Rendlesham Forest), Bentwaters and Wood- 
bridge operated as a single entity, the so-called twin bases having been 
treated in this way since 1958. They were part of a large number of USAF 
bases in the United Kingdom (collectively known as 3rd Air Force), com¬ 
ing under the control of General Robert W. Bazley, who was based at RAF 
Mildenhall. These USAF bases in the United Kingdom were part of 
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USAFE—United States Air Forces in Europe. USAFE had its headquarters 
in Ramstein, Germany, and came under the control of General Charles 
A. Gabriel. 

The twin bases were home to the 81st Tactical Fighter Wing, which in 
1980 operated the A-10 Thunderbolt II aircraft, nicknamed the Warthog. 

The A-10 is a close air-support aircraft and its primary role is to attack 
tanks, armored vehicles, artillery pieces, and other high-value military 
targets on the ground. In the event of a conventional war between the 
Warsaw Pact nations and NATO, the thinking was that Western forces 
would be faced with a massive invasion of armor across the plains of Eu¬ 
rope. This is where an aircraft like the A-10 would have come into its own. 
A significant portion of the A-lOs based at Bentwaters/Woodbridge (by 
December 1980 an expansion to six squadrons was nearly complete) would 
doubtless have been deployed to Forward Operating Bases and thrown 
into the fray in a desperate attempt to destroy as much Warsaw Pact ar¬ 
mor as possible, blunting an attack and thus trying to redress the balance 
in tanks and armored vehicles, where the numerical advantage lay with 
the Warsaw Pact countries. 

The A-10's two main weapons systems are AGM-65 Maverick surface- 
to-air missiles and the 30mm GAU-8A Avenger cannon, which as operated 
in 1980 could fire at two rates, of either around two thousand or four 
thousand rounds per minute. The A-10 first saw combat in the Gulf War 
in 1990/91, where it's credited with having destroyed over nine hundred 
tanks, around two thousand other military vehicles, and twelve hundred 
artillery pieces. A-lOs have seen subsequent action in the Balkans and in 
the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan. 

In 1980 the twin bases were commanded by Colonel Gordon Williams. 
He was known as the Wing Commander, in the sense that he commanded 
the 81st Tactical Fighter Wing. This proved to be confusing for the MoD, 
because wing commander is a rank in the RAF equivalent to a lieutenant 
commander in the USAF. His deputy was known as the vice wing com¬ 
mander. Under these two commanders came four major departments: Opera¬ 
tions, Maintenance, Rescue Management, and the Combat Support Group. 
Most of the personnel involved in this story were from the Combat Support 
Group, commanded by Colonel Ted Conrad and his deputy. Lieutenant 
Colonel Charles Halt. To further confuse matters, these two posts were 
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generally referred to as the Base Commander and the Deputy Base Com¬ 
mander, incorrectly implying (to those unfamiliar with USAF terminol¬ 
ogy) that they were the two most senior officers at the twin bases. The 
reason for the Base Commander and Deputy Commander descriptors was 
because Combat Support Group responsibilities included the general base 
management duties. 

It's important to clarify something about the role of the RAF. The titles 
"RAF Bentwaters" and "RAF Woodbridge" were misnomers—a little piece 
of fiction that might have glossed over matters with the public but fooled 
nobody else. In everything but name, these were American bases. The 
fact that they were on British soil was a minor detail and served only to 
reinforce what all military planners knew: that in any conventional war, 
Europe—including the United Kingdom—was utterly dependent upon US 
military might to defend against an invasion from the forces of the Soviet 
Union and the Warsaw Pact. The United States was the dominant power in 
NATO, just as the Soviet Union dominated the Warsaw Pact nations. 

As far as the twin bases were concerned, just about the only RAF pres¬ 
ence was a liaison officer who acted as the interface between the bases and 
MoD. He held the rank of squadron leader and, despite the misleading title 
of "RAF Commander," commanded very little. The role was an important 
one, but he was essentially a conduit between the USAF and his RAF/MoD 
bosses. 

The legal status of US bases in the United Kingdom was defined in an 
overarching document called the NATO Status of Forces Agreement. If 
ever an issue arose about a question such as jurisdiction, the answer could 
be found "in the NATO SOFA": a phrase that always raised a few eye¬ 
brows with people on the basis that it conjured up images of looking for 
small change down the back of the living room furniture. 

As mentioned earlier, most of the personnel involved in this story were 
part of the Combat Support Group. Further, most were part of the 81st 
Security Police and Law Enforcement Squadron. At the time of the inci¬ 
dents, Major Malcolm Zickler was in command of this unit. He reported to 
Charles Halt. 

To put the duties of the 81st Security Police and Law Enforcement 
Squadron into everyday language, they were responsible for security and 
policing. In other words, the security of the base, the equipment, and the 
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personnel was their responsibility, as was enforcing military law and dis¬ 
cipline. Part of this involves guarding, but this is confusing, because other 
junior personnel from all units can (and do) find themselves on guard 
duty. But so far as the 81st Security Police and Law Enforcement Squadron 
was concerned, guarding meant having particular responsibility for high- 
value assets and taking a wider strategic responsibility for securing the 
bases. If this point seems a little labored, it's an important one, because 
the Security Police (SP) and LE personnel caught up in these events were 
highly trained personnel with a role and responsibility that went signifi¬ 
cantly further than simply patrolling the perimeter fence—important 
though such a task is. 

While I have heard some former USAF personnel speak disparagingly 
about their time at the twin bases and have heard them describe the local 
area using words such as "creepy," "sinister," and "depressing," it is clear 
that Penniston and Burroughs take pride in their service and, notwith¬ 
standing the way they were treated over the UFO encounter, never lost 
sight of the importance of the mission. Penniston sums up the situation 
like this: 

I felt that the mission of the 81 st TFW was a key part of deterring the 
Warsaw Pact nations from moving in 5000 tanks and invading what 
was then the Federal Republic of Germany. It was a strategic non¬ 
nuclear option which was available to the United States and NATO. 

The state of readiness for the 81 st TFW was superb—readiness to 
support any aggression , when combined with our four forward operat¬ 
ing locations in Germany and communication support from the rest of 
NATO. I consider my assignment to RAF Bentwaters as the best I 
had in my twenty years in the USAF. My fellow airmen thought the 
same. We all still talk often about that. 

We now come to a difficult point in this book. The question arises as to 
whether or not there were nuclear weapons at the twin bases. Some of 
those who were based there at the time have said quite openly that there 
were. Other people who would have been in a position to know have also 
made statements to this effect. A good example of this is Lord Peter Hill- 
Norton, a former UK Chief of the Defence Staff (a UK post broadly equivalent 
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to that of the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff) and chair of NATO's 
Military Committee. Writing about the Rendlesham Forest incident, Lord 
Hill-Norton said this: 

My position both privately and publicly expressed over the last dozen 
years or more , is that there are only two possibilities, either: 

a. An intrusion into our Air Space and a landing by unidentified craft 
took place at Rendlesham , as described. 

Or 

b. The Deputy Commander of an operational , nuclear armed , US Air 
Force Base in England , and a large number of his enlisted men, were 
either hallucinating or lying. 

This quote was taken from a letter dated October 22, 1997, that Lord Hill- 
Norton had sent to Lord Gilbert, Minister of State at the MoD. The state- 
ment about nuclear weapons could not be clearer. 

Notwithstanding the above, so far as the UK government is concerned, 
the position is not to comment on such nuclear questions. The following 
statement is a typical one and is taken from Hansard , the official record of 
proceedings of the United Kingdom's Parliament: "It is the long-standing 
policy of successive Governments to neither confirm nor deny the presence 
of nuclear weapons at any particular place or time." The final part of the pre¬ 
ceding statement makes it clear that this "NCND" (neither confirm nor deny) 
policy applies retrospectively and that this would be the official response 
to what many might now regard as a historical query about a bygone age. 

Here is a similar NCND statement from Hansard , which makes it clear 
that the policy applies equally to any query about the US government: "It 
is the long-standing policy of Her Majesty's Government and of the United 
States Government neither to confirm nor deny the presence of nuclear 
weapons in ships, aircraft or any particular location." 

Lord Hill-Norton was well aware of the NCND policy but chose to ig¬ 
nore it. In October 1997 he asked the following, as a formal PQ (Parliamen¬ 
tary Question): "Whether the allegations contained in the recently 
published book Left at East Gate, to the effect that nuclear weapons were 
stored at RAF Bentwaters and RAF Woodbridge in violation of UK/US 
treaty obligations are true." 
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The answer, printed in the October 28 Hansard and signed off by Lord 
Gilbert, was as follows: "It has always been the policy of this and previous 
governments neither to confirm nor to deny where nuclear weapons are 
located either in the UK or elsewhere, in the past or at the present time. 
Such information would be withheld under exemption 1 of the Code of 
Practice on Access to Government Information." 

There was a second question, inspired by what Lord Hill-Norton had 
learned about Charles Halt's UFO sighting and in particular by the final 
remarks on the tape recording, about the UFO firing light beams onto the 
base: "Whether they are aware of reports from the United States Air Force 
personnel that nuclear weapons stored in the Weapons Storage Area at 
RAF Woodbridge were struck by light beams fired from an unidentified 
craft seen over the base in the period 25—30 December 1980, and if so, 
what action was subsequently taken." 

The reply was as follows: "There is no evidence to suggest that the 
Ministry of Defence received any such reports." The response is an inter¬ 
esting one, in that it doesn't simply say "no." There's an art to drafting 
replies to PQs, because misleading Parliament even inadvertently is taken 
extremely seriously, so answers have to be precise yet leave the door open 
in certain circumstances, e.g., when you can't be sure of the position. 
Playing devil's advocate, the answer to Lord Hill-Norton's second ques¬ 
tion would still be truthful and accurate in a scenario where the MoD was 
aware that the incident had taken place but where there was no surviving 
paper trail. This may sound pedantic, but there's a critical difference. 
When one is responding to a question along the lines of "Did x happen?" 
the response "We are not aware that x happened," or, "There is no evi¬ 
dence that x happened," or, "We can find no records that would indicate 
that x happened" is far safer than "No, x did not happen." 

Even bearing in mind the warning about seeing connections where 
none exist, it's clear from all of this that the Rendlesham Forest incident 
took place at an extremely important location, at a particularly sensitive 
time. And with that observation in mind, we'll return to the aftermath of 
the sightings and see how the shell-shocked witnesses were treated. Be¬ 
cause if they thought their ordeal was over, they were sadly mistaken. 


7. DEBRIEFING THE WITNESSES 


Various men and women at RAF Bentwaters and Woodbridge—including 

* 

the Deputy Base Commander, Charles Halt—encountered something truly 
extraordinary. Although there's a debate to be had about what happened 
to them, there's no doubt that they experienced something highly un¬ 
usual. Common sense tells us that this must have had a profound effect on 
those concerned. More than that, the reactions and behavior of some of those 
concerned—most notably John Burroughs and Jim Penniston, whose actions 
after the events border upon compulsive—clearly indicate that they were 
disturbed by what they saw and what they experienced. This is a natural 
reaction when someone is confronted by something outside their frame of 
reference. They have no way to process the information. This causes stress 
that manifests itself in a number of different ways, which can vary depend¬ 
ing upon how closely the person was affected and depending upon their in¬ 
dividual character and temperament. Nowadays we would probably lump all 
of this together under the heading Post-Traumatic Stress Disorder. 

The National Institutes of Health fact sheet on Post-Traumatic Stress 
Disorder begins by stating: 

Post-traumatic stress disorder (PTSD) is an anxiety disorder that 
some people develop after seeing or living through an event that caused 
or threatened serious harm or death. According to the 2005 National 
Comorbidity Survey-Replication study , PTSD affects about 7.7 million 
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American adults in a given year, though the disorder can develop at 
any age, including childhood. Symptoms include strong and unwanted 
memories of the event, bad dreams , emotional numbness, intense guilt 
or worry , angry outbursts, feeling "on edge" and avoiding thoughts 
and situations that are reminders of the trauma. 

While the reference to "an event that caused or threatened serious harm 
or death" might at first glance seem a little extreme for what happened in 
Rendlesham Forest, it should be recalled what Halt said about the moment 
that the UFO fired a beam of light down at him and his men: "We just 
stood there in awe, you know? Is this a warning, is this a signal, is this a 
communication? What is this? A weapon?" However, other definitions of 
PTSD allow a less extreme cause. The Merriam-Webster dictionary defines 
it as a psychological condition that can occur "after experiencing a highly 
stressing event"—a more subjective trigger (and with a lower threshold) 
that would certainly seem applicable to the Rendlesham Forest incident. 

It's ironic that it was in 1980 that PTSD was recognized as a disorder 
with specific symptoms that could be reliably diagnosed and was added to 
the American Psychiatric Association's Diagnostic and Statistical Manual 
of Mental Disorders. The military, however, was slow off the mark when it 
came to recognizing PTSD. Arguably, they always have been. Whether it's 
the scandal of "shell-shocked" youths being executed for cowardice by 
the British Army in the First World War or the tragedy of the way in 
which Vietnam veterans were treated (and indeed viewed by US society as 
a whole), the US and the UK military do not have a proud record on this 
issue. To be fair, the US DoD and the Department of Veterans Affairs have 
made substantial progress on these issues in recent years. The same is true 
of the UK MoD and the Veterans Agency. But this progress, forged in Iraq 
and Afghanistan and part of the post-9/11 world in which military per¬ 
sonnel are finally enjoying the societal recognition that they deserve, is all 
too recent. The situation in 1980 was very different, and even now, when 
we come to consider the lobbying that John Burroughs and Jim Penniston 
have done, there's no official recognition that the Rendlesham Forest inci¬ 
dent caused any health problems, be they physical or mental. Anyone wan¬ 
dering around in a state of shock in the aftermath of the Rendlesham 
Forest incident would have received nothing more than a brief "pull yourself 
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together." Weakness was—and still is—despised in the military, and even 
if those concerned were suffering, they knew there was no real alternative 
to knuckling down and getting on with their jobs. 

If that had been as far as things went, one might, perhaps, accuse the 
chain of command of insensitivity. Nowadays one might say that the "duty 
of care" had not been honored or the Military Covenant (a UK concept de¬ 
fining the debt owed by the nation to its Armed Forces) had been breached. 
But while the chain of command provided no support to the Rendle- 
sham Forest witnesses, that's not to say they were left alone. 

There is, as can clearly be demonstrated, an official and an unofficial 
version of the debriefing process that followed the Rendlesham Forest in¬ 
cident. The official version is easy to document, though the problems with 
this documentation will be glaringly obvious. 

Out of all the various witnesses on the two key nights of activity, offi¬ 
cial witness statements are available from just five individuals. In order of 
rank, with the most senior first, they are as follows: 

Lieutenant Fred Buran 
Master Sergeant J. D. Chandler 
Staff Sergeant Jim Penniston 
Airman First Class John Burroughs 
Airman First Class Ed Cabansag 

As there are so few USAF documents on the case publicly available, 
and because these documents were drawn up so soon after the events con¬ 
cerned, it's important to reproduce them in full. In all cases we've kept the 
spacing as in the original statements (in fact, only Buran's statement was 
paragraphed) but have corrected spelling mistakes. To preserve the "fla¬ 
vor" of these statements we've left grammatical errors as they are, except 
where doing so would render the material unintelligible. 


LIEUTENANT FRED BURAN 

This statement was typed on Air Force Form 1169 (Statement of Witness) 
and began with the standard phrase "I do hereby voluntarily and of my 
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own free will make the following statement without having been sub¬ 
jected to any coercion, unlawful influence or unlawful inducement." It was 
dated January 2, 1981, and was signed at the end. 

The following statement is general in nature and may be inaccurate in 
some instances due to the time-lapse involved and the fact I was not 
taking notes at the time of the occurrence. At approximately 03:00 hrs, 

26 December 1980, I was on duty at bldg. 679, Central Security Con¬ 
trol, when I was notified that A1C Burroughs had sighted some strange 
lights in the wooded area east of the runway at RAF Woodbridge. 

Shortly after the initial report A1C Burroughs was joined by SSgt 
Jim Penniston and his rider, AMN Cabansag. SSgt Penniston also 
reported the strange lights. I directed SSgt Coffey, the on duty Security 
Controller, to attempt to ascertain from SSgt Penniston whether or not 
the lights could be marker lights of some kind, to which SSgt Pennis¬ 
ton said that he had never seen lights of this color or nature in the area 
before. He described them as red, blue, white and orange. 

SSgt Penniston requested permission to investigate. After he had 
been joined by the Security Flight Chief, MSgt Chandler, and turned 
his weapon over to him, I directed them to go ahead. SSgt Penniston 
had previously informed me that the lights appeared to be no further 
than 100 yds from the road East Gate of the runway. 

I monitored their progress (Penniston, Burroughs and Cabansag) 
as they entered the wooded area. They appeared to get very close to the 
lights, and at one point SSgt Penniston stated that it was a definite 
mechanical object. Due to the colors they reported I alerted them to 
the fact that they may have been approaching a light aircraft crash 
scene. I directed SSgt Coffey to check with the tower to see if they could 
throw some light on the subject. They could not help. 

SSgt Penniston reported getting near the "object" and then all of a 
sudden said they had gone past it and were looking at a marker bea¬ 
con that was in the same direction as the other lights. I asked him if he 
could have been mistaken, to which Penniston replied that had I seen 
the other lights I would know the difference. SSgt Penniston seemed 
somewhat agitated at this point. 

They continued to look further, to no avail. At approximately 3:43 
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hrs, I terminated the investigation and ordered all units back to their 
normal duties. 

I directed SSgt Penniston to take notes of the incident when he 
came in that morning. After talking with him face-to-face concerning 
the incident , I am convinced that he saw something out of the realm of 
explanation for him at that time. I would like to state at this time that 
SSgt Penniston is a totally reliable and mature individual. He was not 
overly excitednor do I think he is subject to overreaction or misinter¬ 
pretation of circumstances. Later that morning , after conversing with 
CPT Mike Verrano, the day-shift commander , I discovered that there 
had been several other sightings. Any further developments I have no 
direct knowledge of. 


MASTER SERGEANT J. D. CHANDLER 

This statement was typed on Air Force Form 1169 (Statement of Witness) 
and began with the standard phrase "I do hereby voluntarily and of my 
own free will make the following statement without having been sub¬ 
jected to any coercion, unlawful influence or unlawful inducement." It 
was dated January 2, 1981, and was signed at the end: 

At approximately 3.00hrs, 26 December 1980 , while conducting secu¬ 
rity checks on RAF Bentwaters, I monitored a radio transmission 
from A1C Burroughs , Law Enforcement patrol at RAF Woodbridge, 
stating that he was observing strange lights in the wooded area just 
beyond the access road , leading from the East Gate at RAF Wood- 
bridge. SSgt Penniston, Security Supervisor ; was contacted and directed 
to contact Burroughs at the East Gate. Upon arrival , SSgt Penniston 
immediately notified CSC that he too was observing these lights and 
requested to make a closer observation. After several minutes, Pen¬ 
niston requested my presence. I departed RAF Bentwaters through 
Butley Gate for RAF Woodbridge. When I arrived , SSgt Penniston , 
A1C Burroughs and Amn Cabansag had entered the wooded area just 
beyond the clearing at the access road. We set up radio relay between 
SSgt Penniston , myself and CSC. On one occasion Penniston relayed 
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that he was close enough to the object to determine it was definitely a 
mechanical object. He stated that he was within 50 metres. He also 
stated that there was lots of noises in the area which seemed to be 
animals running around. Each time Penniston gave me the indication 
that he was about to reach the area where the lights were he would 
give an extended estimated location. He eventually arrived at a "bea¬ 
con light," however, he stated that this was not the light or lights he 
had originally observed. He was instructed to return. While en route 
out of the area he reported seeing lights again almost in direct pass 
where they had passed earlier. Shortly after this, they reported that 
the lights were no longer visible. SSgt Penniston returned to RAF 
Woodbridge. After talking to the three of them, I am sure that they 
had observed something unusual. At no time did I observe anything 
from the time I arrived at RAF Woodbridge. 


STAFF SERGEANT JIM PENNISTON 

This statement is typed on a sheet of paper headed "Statement." It is un¬ 
signed and undated and has various sketches attached. Penniston says 
this is the statement that was given to him at the Air Force Office of Spe¬ 
cial Investigations (AFOSI) building and was the story that he was ordered 
to tell anyone who asked about the event, due to the fact that there was an 
ongoing investigation at the time, by an "outside investigative department": 

Received dispatch from CSC to rendezvous with Police 4 AIC Bur¬ 
roughs, and Police 5 SSgt Steffens at east gate Woodbridge. Upon ar¬ 
riving at east gate directly to the east about F/i miles in a large 
wooded area. A large yellow glowing light was emitting above the 
trees. In the centre of the lighted area directly in the centre ground 
level, there was red light blinking on and off 5 to 10 second intervals. 
And a blue light that was being for the most part steady. After receiv¬ 
ing permission from CSC, we proceeded off base past east gate, down 
an old logging road. Feft vehicle, proceeded on foot. Burroughs and I 
were approx. 15—20 meters apart and proceeding on a true east direc¬ 
tion from logging road. The area in front of us was lighting up a 30 
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meter area. When we got within a 50 meter distance, the object was 
producing red and blue light. The blue light was steady and projecting 
under the object. It was up the area directly extending a meter or two 
out. At this point of positive identification I relayed to CSC , SSgt Cof¬ 
fey. Positive sighting of the object... 1 .. . color of lights and that it 
was definitely mechanical in nature. This is the closest point that I 
was near the object at any point. We then proceeded after it. It moved 
in a zig-zagging manner back through the woods , then lost sight of it. 
On the way back we encountered a blue streaking light to the left only 
lasting a few seconds. After a 45 min walk arrived at our vehicle. 


AIRMAN FIRST CLASS JOHN BURROUGHS 

This statement is handwritten on an unheaded sheet of paper and has 

* 

sketch attached. It is signed, but not dated: 

On the night of 25—26 Dec at around 3:00 , while on patrol down at 
East Gate , myself and my partner saw lights coming from the woods 
due east of the gate. The lights were red and blue, the red one above the 
blue one , and they were flashing on and off. Because I've never seen 
anything like that coming from the woods before we decided to drive 
down and see what it was. We went down east-gate road and took a 
right at the stop sign and drove about 10-20yards to where there is a 
road that goes into the forest. I could see a white light shining into the 
trees and I could still see the red and blue one. We decided we better go 
call it in so we went back up towards East Gate and called it in. The 
whole time I could see the lights and the white light was almost at the 
edge of the road and the blue and red lights were still out in the woods. 

A security unit was sent down to the gate and when they got there they 
could see it too. We asked permission to go and see what it was. We 
took the truck down the road that leads into the forest. As we went 
down the east-gate road and the road that leads into the forest, the 
lights were moving back and they appeared to stop in a bunch of trees. 
We stopped the truck where the road stopped and went on foot. We 
crossed a small open field that led into where the lights were coming 
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from, and as we were coming into the trees there were strange noises, 
like a woman screaming. Also the woods lit up and you could hear the 
farm animals making a lot of noises, and there was a lot of movement 
in the woods. All three of us hit the ground and whatever it was 
started moving back towards the open field and after a minute or two 
we got up and moved into the trees and the lights moved out into the 
open field. We got up to a fence that separated the trees from the open 
field. You could see the lights down by a farmer's house. We climbed 
over the fence and started walking toward the red and blue lights and 
they just disappeared. Once we reached the farmer's house we could see 
a beacon going around, so we went toward it. We followed it for about 
2 miles before we could see it was coming from a lighthouse. We had 
just passed a creek and were told to come back when we saw a blue light 
to our left in the trees. It was only there for a minute and just streaked 
away. After that we didn't see anything and returned to the truck. 


AIRMAN FIRST CLASS ED CABANSAG 

This statement is typed on an unheaded sheet of paper and is signed but 
not dated. Airman Cabansag openly admits this was a retyped statement 
and that he was told to sign it without question and his involvement 
would be over. He says this was done under extreme duress: 

On 26 Dec 80, SSgt Penniston and I were on Security #6 at Wood- 
bridge Base. I was the member. We were patrolling Delta NAPA 
when we received a call over the radio. It stated that Police #4 had 
seen some strange lights out past the East Gate and we were to re¬ 
spond. SSgt Penniston and I left Delta NAPA, heading for the East 
Gate code two. When we got there SSgt Steffens and A 1C Burroughs 
were on patrol. They told us they had seen some funny lights out in the 
woods. We notified CSC and we asked permission to investigate fur¬ 
ther. They gave us the go-ahead. We left our weapons with SSgt Stef¬ 
fens who remained at the gate. Thus the three of us went out to 
investigate. We stopped the Security Police vehicle about 100 meters 
from the gate. Due to the terrain we had to on by foot. We kept in 
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constant contact with CSC. While we walked, each one of us would 
see the lights. Blue, red, white, and yellow. The beacon light turned out 
to be the yellow light. We would see them periodically, but not in a 
specific pattern. As we approached, the lights would seem to be at the 
edge of the forest. We were about 100 meters from the edge of the for¬ 
est when I saw a quick movement, it look visible for a moment. It 
looked like it spun left a quarter of a turn, then it was gone. I advised 
SSgt Penniston and A1C Burroughs. We advised CSC and proceeded 
in extreme caution. When we got about 75—50 meters, MSgt Chandlerj 
Flight Chief, was on the scene. CSC was not reading our transmissions 
very well, so we used MSgt Chandler as a go-between. He remained 
back at out vehicle. As we entered the forest, the blue and red lights 
were not visible anymore. Only the beacon light was still blinking. We 
figured the lights were coming from past the forest, since nothing was 

visible when we passed through the woody forest. We would see a 

* 

glowing near the beacon light, but as we got closer we found it to be a 
lit up farm house. After we had passed through the forest, we thought 
it had to be an aircraft accident. So did CSC as well. But we ran and 
walked a good 2 miles past out the vehicle, until we got to a vantage 
point where we could determine that what we were chasing was only a 
beacon light off in the distance. Our route through the forest and field 
was a direct one, straight towards the light. We informed CSC that the 
light beacon was farther than we thought, so CSC terminated our In¬ 
vestigation. A1C Burroughs and I took a road, while SSgt Penniston 
walked straight back from where we came. A1C Burroughs saw the 
light again, this time it was coming from the left of us, as we were 
walking back to our patrol vehicle. We got in contact with SSgt Pen¬ 
niston and we took a walk through where we saw the lights. Noth¬ 
ing. Finally, we made it back to our vehicle, after making contact 
with the PC's and informing them of what we saw. After that we 
met MSgt Chandler and we went in service again after termination 
of the sighting. 

On some of the statements there are handwritten notes, initialed "H." 
The H clearly stands for "Halt," who seems to have written them some 
years later, in relation to the possibility of the witnesses going public with 
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their experiences. These handwritten annotations give an intriguing in¬ 
sight into the character of the key players and into Halt's mind-set. The 
remarks are as follows: 

Buran: Fred Buran is a good + reliable person. He might talk if his 
name were protected. 

Chandler: No annotation. 

Penniston: Sgt Penniston has a lot to contribute. He promised me 
a plaster cast + photos but never delivered. I think he's holding out 
to "sell" a story. He is, however, a very competent individual and 
can be trusted. I'm convinced his story is as he says. He was so 
shook [up] he had to have a week to recover. 

[Penniston loaned Halt one of the plaster casts in 2003 for analysis.] 

Burroughs: Burroughs is a straightforward + honest cop. He does 
have the ability to take an incident + turn it into a disaster (he 
comes on too strong). There's no doubt in my mind his statement is 
accurate. He really became obsessed with this. Now he's worried 
that this might affect his career. 

Cabansag: I'm convinced this is a "cleaned up" version of what hap¬ 
pened. I talked with Amn Cabansag + can say he was shook up to the 
point he didn't want to talk. From talking with Chuck de Caro (CNN) 

I can say he still worries today. He might talk if approached right. 

The reference to CNN is another clear implication that these notes were 
annotated on to the statements some years after the incident, in relation to 
the question of if/how to go public about the incident. But of particular 
relevance to the issue at hand is Halt's reference to a "cleaned up" version 
of what happened. 

We have already reviewed Charles Halt's various first-person state¬ 
ments on the events, over the years, including one delivered on November 
12, 2007, at a press conference held at the National Press Club in Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. Jim Penniston was also present at this event, and because of the 
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importance of quoting primary source material where available it's worth 
reproducing his position statement here, so we can compare and contrast 
it with the original witness statement quoted earlier: 

My name is James Penniston, United States Air Force Retired. 

In 1980,1 was assigned to the largest Tactical Fighter Wing in the 
Air Force , RAF Woodbridge in England. I was the senior security of¬ 
ficer in charge of base security. 

At that time I held a top-secret US and NATO security clearance 
and was responsible for the protection of war-making resources for 
that base. 

Shortly after midnight on the twenty-sixth of December 1980 , Staff 
Sergeant Steffens briefed me that some lights were seen in Rendlesham 
Forest , just outside the base. He informed me that whatever it was 
didn't crash . . . it landed. I discounted what he said and reported to 
the control center back at the base that we had a possible downed air¬ 
craft. I then ordered Airman Cabansag, AIC Burroughs to respond 
with me. 

When we arrived near the suspected crash site it quickly became ap¬ 
parent that we were not dealing with a plane crash or anything else we'd 
ever responded to. There was a bright light emanating from an object on 
the forest floor. As we approached it on foot, a silhouetted triangular 
craft about nine feet long by six-point-five feet high came into view. The 
craft was fully intact sitting in a small clearing inside the woods. 

As the three of us got closer to the craft we started experiencing 
problems with our radios. I then asked Cabansag to relay radio trans¬ 
missions back to the control center. Burroughs and I proceeded to¬ 
wards the craft. 

When we came up on the triangular shaped craft there were blue 
and yellow lights swirling around the exterior as though part of the 
surface and the air around us was electrically charged. We could feel 
it on our clothes , skin , and hair. Nothing in my training prepared me 
for what we were witnessing. 

After ten minutes without any apparent aggression , I determined 
the craft was non-hostile to my team or to the base. Following security 
protocol, we completed a thorough on-site investigation, including a 
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full physical examination of the craft. This included photographs, 
notebook entries, and radio relays through Airman Cabansag to the 
control center as required. On one side of the craft were symbols that 
measured about 3 inches high and two and a half feet across. 

These symbols were pictorial in design; the largest symbol was a 
triangle, which was centered in the middle of the others. These sym¬ 
bols were etched into the surface of the craft , which was warm to the 
touch and felt like metal. 

■ The feeling I had during this encounter was no type of aircraft that 
I've ever seen before. 

After roughly forty-five minutes the light from the craft began to 
intensify. Burroughs and I then took a defensive position away from 
the craft as it lifted off the ground without any noise or air distur¬ 
bance. It maneuvered through the trees and shot off at an unbelievable 
rate of speed. It was gone in the blink of an eye. 

In my logbook (that I have right here) I wrote: "Speed — impossible." 
Over eighty Air Force personnel , all trained observers assigned to the 
Eighty-First Security Police Squadron, witnessed the takeoff. 

The information acquired during the investigation was reported 
through military channels. The team and witnesses were told to treat 
the investigation as "top secret" and no further discussion was allowed. 

The photos we retrieved from the base lab (two rolls of thirty-five- 
millimeter) were apparently overexposed. 

Again, this more fulsome statement, delivered after Penniston retired 
from the USAF, bears out the point that the original statements were 
"watered-down" or "cleaned-up" versions of the story. There was just 
enough basic information in them that they could be said to be essentially 
true, but with much of the more exotic material not covered we are per¬ 
haps, in the territory of a "material omission." 

As we look at the five contemporaneous witness statements as a whole, 
it seems clear that the process here was haphazard to say the least. The 
statements from Buran and Chandler were typed on an official Air Force 
Statement of Witness form, signed, and dated, but Cabansag's wasn't on 
the Air Force form and wasn't dated. Neither was Penniston's (which was 
also unsigned), while the statement from Burroughs was handwritten, 
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signed, but not dated. In other words, the statements are in a sort of in¬ 
verse order, where the more closely involved with the sighting the witness 
was, the less in line with any due process the statement was. 

Furthermore, no statements were taken (or, if they were, they have yet 
to come to light) by some of the other personnel involved in the first UFO 
sighting, such as Staff Sergeant Bud Steffens, Sergeant "Crash" McCabe, 
and Sergeant John Coffey. 

Moreover, there are no statements from any of those involved in the 
second night's sighting, such as Lieutenant Colonel Charles Halt, Lieutenant 
Bruce Englund, Master Sergeant Bobby Ball, and Sergeant Monroe Nevels. 

Similarly, there are no statements from some of those more peripher¬ 
ally involved but who would have been able to add important informa¬ 
tion, such as Captain Mike Verrano and Master Sergeant Ray Gulyas. 

This was either an extraordinarily inept investigation or one where 

some evidence is missing. So what do the personnel who made (or suppos- 

* 

edly made) these statements have to say about all this? Buran has said that 
his statement is accurate and Chandler has not gone on the record about 
this. Neither men, of course, saw anything themselves. But when it comes 
to the three men who got closest to the UFO, the story is very different 
and there are discrepancies. 

For example, there was an exchange of remarks directly after the inci¬ 
dent, as Penniston and the others prepared to turn in their M-16s. Pen- 
niston said to Chandler, "You wouldn't believe what happened out there." 
Chandler responded in a very sympathetic way, "Yes, I know; I was at the 
East Gate." This exchange, just before Penniston and Burroughs reported 
to the shift commander's office, is very different from what Chandler says 
in his official statement, in summary: "At no time did I observe anything 
from the time I arrived at RAF Woodbridge." 

Cabansag states that he couldn't type and says that someone handed 
him a typed statement to sign. He says that he was only newly qualified 
and was extremely nervous. Cabansag was clearly intimidated by all of 
this and signed, under extreme duress as he puts it, not even having read 
the text. 

In December 2012, to help clarify the position concerning the various 
post-incident debriefings and the witness statements. Burroughs and Pen¬ 
niston jointly wrote up the following account of what happened: 
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I was methodically and consistently interviewed and interrogated by 
my chain of command and other agencies. Every time, I was promised 
that this was the last interview and it would be absorbed into the clas¬ 
sified annals of data and I would need not tell or talk about it no 
more. This was not the case. I went through at least fourteen debrief¬ 
ings and two by non-air force personnel. I gave all information from 
memory and at no time was the notebook ever brought up. The de¬ 
briefs were all for the last time, I was promised. Tell all, and tell it 
correctly, and it would be the last of questions on Rendlesham. For 
these were to continue, no matter what I had said. I do believe the 
command element, were more for obtaining knowledge. But the exter¬ 
nal interrogation, were for much more, I am afraid. 

The timeline for Rendlesham and information flow: incidents oc¬ 
curred Dec 26—28, 1980. On the morning of the 29th of December , 
AFOSI building ,, meeting with two American Agents, more likely De¬ 
fense Intelligence Agency (DIA) and/or National Security Agency 
(NSA), Penniston writes a four page written statement to the agents. 
He dates it and signs the document. Agents then give Penniston a 
typed statement, which is generic and is limited on details. For ex¬ 
ample, observation of a metallic craft and not getting within 50 yards 
of it. Penniston is instructed by the agents that an official investigation 
is underway, and he is to tell all who ask the cover story that was 
provided to him. He reads it several times and then agrees to do so. I 
go up to the Wing and Base Command offices; as I walk in Colonel 
Conrad motions for me to come in to his office. He shuts the door; here 
I am with my Base Commander; he asked me some questions, but not 
as a commander, more like a fellow airman and he also gave me en¬ 
couragement to understand we had his support. I then go over to the 
Deputy Base Commander's office down the hall. Burroughs is waiting 
outside Halt's office and meets him and we both ask Halt's secretary 
to tell him we are there. Then we are debriefed at the Deputy Base 
Commander's office, Colonel Halt. Statements written and then draw¬ 
ings made. Penniston, Burroughs and Cabansag are taken into Wing 
Commander's Office with Base and Deputy Base Commanders pres¬ 
ent. The NSA account is briefed to the officers. The Wing Commander 
thanks the Security Policemen for the report and asks no questions. 
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All direct witnesses are briefed to treat all discussion about Rendle- 
sham as Top Secret. Ending all conversation on base by those directly 
involved. We are assured that this incident will never see the light of 
day. For it is classified and names have been sanitized from reports. 
The most unusual thing was after I give Colonel Williams the sani¬ 
tized version that was provided down at the AFOSI building. Some¬ 
thing so unusual struck me as Colonel Williams patiently listened to 
our account of the happenings of the first night. The account never 
stirred one question at all , nor comment. He merely thanks us for do¬ 
ing our job>, and he appreciated the report. I have always thought, 
would there not be just one question ? It was if he knew about the phe¬ 
nomenon that I had just briefed him on. 

Penniston offered this even more damning assessment of the duplicity 
in September 2013: 

ft 

Any time a statement of witness is done, it is usually done on a form, 
or if not available, on lined paper. All witness statements should be 
dated, signed , and witnessed. If they are not , it should be questioned 
as to whether they were actually made by the witness. I personally 
believe the only statement that was actually authentic and not tam¬ 
pered with is the one from John Burroughs. I was never asked by the 
Security Police Squadron to do a statement. This is because they knew 
it had already been accomplished at the base AFOSI building. Bur¬ 
roughs' statement was asked for by Colonel Halt and not by the Secu¬ 
rity Police Squadron. I believe that the other statements were either 
the product of coaching ,, or written by others , which they had the wit¬ 
nesses sign. Case in point, Ed Cabansag's statement; it was prepared 
and he was told to sign it. So was there containment ? Absolutely; so 
they could develop the cover story of aliens and of fixing an alien 
spacecraft using A-10 avionics—almost laughable that anyone would 
buy that rubbish. I guess the bottom line is that "just another UFO 
story" would develop from the scuttlebutt and from the story put out 
in the local pubs and on base. Anyone who was a witness or in the 
know about the incidents was silenced and the people who were talk¬ 
ing were people who unknowingly to themselves perpetuated the cover 
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story, some of them by proclaiming that they were witnesses to the 
events . 

Burroughs, too, reiterates the key point that the so-called witness state¬ 
ments were essentially works of fiction, downplaying the key events: "That's 
the statement they asked me to write. All they wanted was a brief over¬ 
view on what happened the first night, and that's what I did." 

Perhaps the most damning remarks about the way in which the wit¬ 
nesses, were treated in the aftermath of the Rendlesham Forest incident 
come from Charles Halt. Writing in a chapter of Leslie Kean's book UFOs: 
Generals, Pilots, and Government Officials Go on the Record , Halt made the 
following extraordinary statement: "OSI [Office of Special Investigations] 
operatives harshly interrogated five young airmen, some of them in shock 
at the time, who were key witnesses." Halt went on to write: "Drugs such 
as sodium pentothal, often called a truth serum when used with some 
form of brainwashing or hypnosis, were administered during these inter¬ 
rogations, and the whole thing has had damaging, and lasting, effects on 
the men involved." Although the "five young airmen" are not named, it 
seems clear that this is a reference to the five witnesses from whom writ¬ 
ten statements were taken. 

While some might regard this as "too little, too late," and would doubt¬ 
less have expected senior officers to have stepped in to protect their men 
at the time, Penniston is pragmatic about this and grateful that Halt spoke 
out at all. Penniston offers this view, ending with a speculative bombshell: 
"I feel there was a whole array of things that Colonel Halt did not fully 
know at the time. However, through the course of time he did become 
aware and finally acknowledge the use of drugs and interrogation of the 
first responders. Maybe, just maybe. Halt was interrogated also. I often 
wondered about that, especially given his gaps in memory too." Whatever 
one believes about UFOs, for a senior military officer to make the allega¬ 
tion that drugs and hypnosis were used on the men under his command in 
the immediate aftermath of a UFO incident is little short of sensational. 


8. THE BRITS ARE COMING 


At some point on Sunday, December 28, 1980, Lieutenant Colonel Charles 

# 

Halt (who had grabbed a few hours of sleep after his investigation and 
sighting on the night of December 27/28) had a conversation about the in¬ 
cident with the Wing Commander, Colonel Gordon Williams, who was the 
commanding officer of the twin bases. Williams asked Halt to brief him, 
which he did. He also played Williams the tape that he'd recorded. Wil¬ 
liams asked to borrow it, with the intention of playing it to the senior 
USAF officer in the United Kingdom, General Robert W. Bazley. Although 
this was phrased as a request, it was clearly not one that Halt could de¬ 
cline and he duly handed over the tape. As he recalls, he was worried that 
his next promotion and perhaps even his security clearance were in jeop¬ 
ardy (fears that proved groundless) and he spent the next couple of days 
worrying what the fallout would be. 

On Tuesday, December 30, Williams went to RAF Mildenhall, where 
Bazley was based. The USAF presence in the United Kingdom is known as 
3rd Air Force and Bazley—as commander of 3rd Air Force—held a regu¬ 
lar staff meeting with the commanding officers of the various USAF bases 
in the United Kingdom. These meetings were a two-way street. They pro¬ 
vided an opportunity for base commanders to brief and discuss their big 
current issues in one another's presence and with Bazley and other key 
HQ staff from 3rd Air Force. Conversely, it was an opportunity for Bazley 
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and his top team to brief his various commanders about wider USAF and 
DoD issues that might impact on their work. 

At some point during this meeting on December 30 Williams briefed 
Bazley, Bazley's key staff, and the other COs about the UFO sighting. Halt's 
tape was played. According to Halt, who wasn't present but whom Wil¬ 
liams briefed later, there was a stunned silence. Bazley raised his eye¬ 
brows and asked his assembled staff what the hell they should do now. An 
unnamed officer apparently made a remark along the lines of, "Wow, this 
thing's bigger than the . . . [Roswell?] affair"—though, frustratingly, the 
penultimate word is not recalled with 100 percent accuracy. 

At that point, Bazley asked for clarification on where, precisely, the 
initial UFO incident had occurred. When Williams confirmed that it was 
in the forest, i.e., "outside the wire," Bazley looked pleased and uttered 
words to the effect that "it's a Brit affair. It happened off the installation. 
Let them handle it." Penniston is clear in his view that this was a cunning 
sleight of hand: "This was the Air Force's way to fulfill the containment 
of the incident. A clever smoke screen that fitted nicely within the param¬ 
eters of operating procedures. The end result would make one think the 
other is investigating the incident." Burroughs agrees but actually wel¬ 
comed the move: "It was a smart move, since all of what happened was 
off-base. Yes, it was a smoke screen, but it took a lot of heat off of us 
early on." 

When Williams returned from the meeting he told Halt what Bazley 
had said and suggested that he liaise with the RAF Commander, Squadron 
Leader Donald Moreland, who served as the liaison officer between the 
twin bases and the UK authorities. As it happened, Moreland was on 
Christmas leave and Halt was not able to discuss the issue with him until 
around Monday, January 12. Halt recalls that Moreland told him to write 
a memo to the UK MoD but to "sanitize" it. In later years, Halt described 
this "sanitization" in the following terms: "The memo was not meant for 
public consumption. It was meant as a tickler, if you will, to the Ministry 
of Defence, to get them involved to do a proper investigation." 

So now we come to one of the most critical documents in relation to 
this case, the so-called Halt memo. Given the events that have been previ¬ 
ously described, it's as interesting for what it doesn't say as what it does, 
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another "material omission/' perhaps. It's also important because it was 
the first formal notification to the UK MoD and later, the first document 
relating to the case to be made public. 

The Halt memo was dated January 13, 1981, and in line with the 
"sanitization"/"tickler" strategy went out under the understated title "Un¬ 
explained Lights." The memo reads as follows: 

1. Early in the morning of 27 Dec 80 (approximately 0300L) two 
USAF security police patrolmen saw unusual lights outside the back 
gate at RAF Woodbridge. Thinking an aircraft might have crashed or 
been forced down, they called for permission to go outside the gate to 
investigate. The on-duty flight chief responded and allowed three pa¬ 
trolmen to proceed on foot. The individuals reported seeing a strange 
glowing object in the forest. The object was described as being metallic 

in appearance and triangular in shape, approximately two to three 

* 

meters across the base and approximately two meters high. It illumi¬ 
nated the entire forest with a white light. The object itself had a puls¬ 
ing red light on top and a bank(s) of blue lights underneath. The object 
was hovering or on legs. As the patrolmen approached the object, it 
maneuvered through the trees and disappeared. At this time the ani¬ 
mals on a nearby farm went into a frenzy. The object was briefly 
sighted approximately an hour later near the back gate. 

2. The next day, three depressions 1 1 /2 y deep and 7" in diameter were 
found where the object had been sighted on the ground. The following 
night (29 Dec 80) the area was checked for radiation. Beta/gamma 
readings of 0.1 milliroentgens were recorded with peak readings in the 
three depressions and near the center of the triangle formed by the 
three depressions. A nearby tree had moderate (.05—.07) readings on 
the side of the tree toward the depressions. 

3. Later in the night a red sun-like object was seen through the trees. It 
moved about and pulsed. At one point it appeared to throw off glowing 
particles and then broke into five separate white objects and disap¬ 
peared. Immediately thereafter, three star-like objects were noticed in 
the sky, two objects to the north and one to the south , all of which were 
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about 10° off of the horizon. The objects moved rapidly in sharp angu¬ 
lar movements and displayed red , green and blue lights. The objects to 
the north appeared to be elliptical through 8—12 power lens. They then 
turned to full circles. The objects in the north remained in the sky for 
an hour or more. The object to the south was visible for two to three 
hours and beamed down a stream of light from time to time. Numer¬ 
ous individuals, including the undersigned, witnessed the activities in 
paragraphs 2 and 3. 

Despite the massive downplaying of the incident, it was still pretty 
sensational stuff, with its reference to an "object" described as being "me¬ 
tallic in appearance and triangular in shape," the account of the radiation 
readings taken at the landing site, and the admission at the end that Halt 
himself was one of the witnesses—though he could hardly have down¬ 
played his involvement any further without editing himself out of the 
story altogether! 

Should Halt have said more? Penniston thinks it struck the right bal¬ 
ance: "Colonel Halt was respecting our privacy, as he had guaranteed. Also, 
he believed it would never see the light of day. I think it said enough." 

Moreland forwarded the memo to an MoD division called Defence Sec¬ 
retariat 8 (DS8) two days later. His brief January 15, 1981, cover note went 
out under the title "Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs)" and read as fol¬ 
lows: "I attach a copy of a report I have received from the Deputy Base 
Commander at RAF Bentwaters concerning some mysterious sightings in 
the Rendlesham Forest near RAF Woodbridge. The report is forwarded for 
your information and action as considered necessary." 

The UK MoD is broadly equivalent to the US DoD. It has a dual role as 
a policy-making Department of State and as the United Kingdom's highest- 
level military headquarters. This can lead to some confusion but is impor¬ 
tant in understanding where the MoD sits within the British government. 

Broadly speaking, the MoD's involvement with the UFO issue mirrored 
that of the old USAF program Project Blue Book. The remit was to look at 
UFO sightings reported to the MoD, investigate them, and determine 
whether or not there was evidence of any potential threat to the United 
Kingdom or anything of more general defense interest. These two possible 
outcomes were sometimes lumped together using the phrase "defence 
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significance." The methodology of the MoD's UFO investigations and in¬ 
deed the conclusions also mirrored those of Project Blue Book, and it's 
clear that in setting up the United Kingdom's program some aspects of 
strategy, structure, and process (right down to the design of the forms 
used to record sighting reports) were based on the Blue Book model. Bi- 
zarrely, unlike its US counterpart, the UK program had no formal name, 
though the British media often uses the phrase "MoD's UFO project" as a 
clear and concise descriptor. Over the years this work has been under¬ 
taken by a wide range of different MoD sections, with titles including S4, 
S6, Defence Secretariat 8 (DS8), Secretariat (Air Staff) (Sec(AS)), and Direc¬ 
torate Air Staff (DAS), to name but a few. Clearly, this "alphabet soup" is 
another reason why the media's "MoD's UFO project" tag is appropriate. 

Given that the initial UFO sighting happened in the early hours of De¬ 
cember 26, the fact that the date of Halt's memo to the MoD is January 13 
is astonishing. Furthermore, given that the covering note from Donald 
Moreland was dated January 13, it's quite possible that Halt's memo didn't 
reach the MoD's UFO project until the week commencing January 19. 
While the reasons for this have been explained, any police officer will tell 
you that the first twenty-four hours (maybe forty-eight, in some cases) are 
absolutely critical in terms, of an investigation and that if significant 
progress isn't made within this period the chances of success diminish 
rapidly. The huge delay in informing the MoD fatally undermined the 
United Kingdom's ability to conduct a meaningful investigation and meant 
that to all intents and purposes only the United States stood a chance of 
successfully resolving the mystery in the immediate aftermath of the 
events. 

There was to be one other consequence of the delay, in that it gave the 
MoD a useful "get out" in later years, when responding to media and pub¬ 
lic inquiries about the events. By pointing out that Halt had waited nearly 
three weeks before reporting matters to the United Kingdom, the MoD 
was able to say that the US authorities clearly had matters well in hand 
and/or were relatively unconcerned about the events. This allowed the 
MoD to imply that the events were of little consequence, an implication 
that was entirely consistent with the long-standing MoD policy to down¬ 
play both the UFO phenomenon itself and the level of official interest and 
resources expended on the subject. 
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As if this delay weren't bad enough, the memo contained a critical fac¬ 
tual error that was to have far-reaching consequences: the memo de¬ 
scribed the first sighting as having taken place "early in the morning of 27 
Dec 80" when, in fact, the correct date was December 26. Consequently, 
when the memo set out the other key events, prefaced with the phrases 
"the next day," "the following night," and "later in the night," everything 
was wrong, incorrectly reported as having taken place twenty-four hours 
later than was, in fact, the case. One obvious problem that this caused was 
that when, later on, the MoD came to check whether anything unusual 
had been tracked on radar the wrong dates were checked. Penniston won¬ 
ders if this was deliberate: "Yet another enigma with the Rendlesham For¬ 
est incident. Why the delay and the inaccuracy with the dates? I believe it 
was to help with the containment. By incorrect times and dates, it is hard 
to investigate at a later date through FOIA." 

Burroughs, too, speculates that this was part of a deliberate strategy: 
"The fact he got the dates wrong in the memo was not by accident." Bur¬ 
roughs, however, paints Halt as a victim, too, and not as the perpetrator: 
"I believe it was written in case the incident got too hot; that Halt— 
because he was out there—would be the fall guy as far as taking the heat 
for it and having to answer all the questions. They would say it was just 
strange lights seen in the dark and show we were not covering anything 
up. The dates were wrong to keep people from getting any information 
under FOIA." 

It's likely that the desk officer on the MoD's UFO project didn't receive 
Halt's memo and Moreland's covering note until the week commencing 
January 19—fully twenty-four days after the first events. Notwithstand¬ 
ing this delay, the MoD's UFO project had a huge advantage in relation to 
those USAF personnel caught up in these events, given that the USAF's 
Project Blue Book had been terminated in 1969 and was probably unfamil¬ 
iar to most—if not all—of the personnel involved in the Rendlesham For¬ 
est incident. Conversely, when Halt's report did finally get to the MoD, it 
was sent to a section that had considerable experience in dealing with 
UFO sightings, access to a wide range of investigative resources in terms of 
both equipment and personnel, and an archive of hundreds of files on the 
subject. This should have ensured they were well placed to get things rap¬ 
idly back on-track, despite the fact that they came late to the game. 
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Ironically, this actually worked against those concerned, probably be¬ 
cause just about all previous sightings had involved aerial encounters 
rather than landings. Consequently, a tried and tested process for investi¬ 
gating such cases was applied to a totally different situation, where an al¬ 
together different approach should have been taken. That said, the desk 
officer got two things right: First, a key priority was to check whether ra¬ 
dar evidence might corroborate what had been reported. Second, Halt's 
memo contained data on the radiation readings taken at the landing site 
and the desk officer knew that the MoD had specialist staffs that could 
make an informed assessment of this. 

We've previously made it clear that both the United States and the 
United Kingdom had jurisdiction. A separate question, however, is who 
had primacy. This is important because the answer to this question should 
have determined whether the United States or the United Kingdom took 

the lead in investigating and handling this incident. 

$ 

However, for governments the UFO issue is—at best—something of a 
hot potato. Charles Halt has described it as a "tar baby." Consequently, the 
confusion over primacy has been quite useful to both the United States and 
the United Kingdom, with each implying (and sometimes openly stating) 
that primacy lay with the other! The MoD has been able to say that the 
USAF's delay in reporting showed that the US authorities had matters 
well in hand. Conversely, when briefed about the incident by Gordon Wil¬ 
liams, Robert W. Bazley could barely disguise his relief when told that the 
key events had taken place off the bases: "It's a Brit affair." 

One consequence of the confusion over jurisdiction and primacy was 
poor information sharing. The USAF didn't pass the witness statements that 
Halt took from five of the key witnesses to the MoD. Critically, this in¬ 
cluded the sketches of the craft and the symbols made by Jim Penniston, 
which should have set alarm bells ringing with all concerned. This failure, 
coupled with the delay in reporting the incident to the MoD, was clearly a 
factor in the MoD's failure to conduct any follow-up interview with Halt 
or the other witnesses—itself another key failure. Conversely, the MoD 
failed to pass to the USAF the Defence Intelligence Staff (DIS) assessment 
of the radiation levels at the landing site. The consequence was that each 
party had information that would have been useful to the other and 
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would clearly have demonstrated that the incidents were far more signifi¬ 
cant than was realized at the time. 

The most controversial instance of this lack of information sharing re¬ 
lates to one of the most extraordinary parts of this whole affair—the in¬ 
volvement of General Charles A. Gabriel, then CINCUSAFE (Commander 
in Chief US Air Forces in Europe). In a document dated February 16, 1981, 
Squadron Leader Badcock, an RAF officer specializing in air defense is¬ 
sues, wrote to the MoD's UFO project about the case. After addressing the 
issue of whether or not the UFO was tracked on radar, he finishes by writ¬ 
ing the following extraordinary sentences: "I asked if the incident had 
been reported on the USAF net and I was advised that tape recorders [sic] 
of the evidence had been handed to Gen Gabriel who happened to be vis¬ 
iting the station. Perhaps it would be reasonable to ask if we could have 
tape recordings as well." This is worthy of further comment. The first 
point to make is that "tape recorders" is almost certainly a reference to the 
audiotape recorded by Lieutenant Colonel Charles Halt on the second 
night of activity. Clearly, however, it would be odd if the general took pos¬ 
session of this in isolation. It's far more likely that this formed part of a 
more extensive briefing package including, for example, the soil and sap 
samples taken from the landing site, which have disappeared without a 
trace. But this raises wider questions about the general's visit. At first 
glance, the phrase "who happened to be visiting the station" implies that 
this was a pre-planned "meet and greet" visit and that any briefing on the 
UFO sightings took place in the margins of this routine visit. But General 
Gordon Williams is insistent that Gabriel's "meet and greet" visit took 
place before Christmas—and thus before the UFO sightings. It seems then 
that the visit referred to in the MoD document was a subsequent visit, 
details of which had not been briefed to Williams. 

The possibility that General Gabriel made a second visit to the twin 
bases so soon after his routine pre-Christmas visit is problematic, as is the 
suggestion that Williams, the commanding officer, wasn't briefed on this. 
But if Williams is correct about the timing of the "meet and greet" visit, 
the MoD document does indeed suggest that a separate, secret visit took 
place, in direct response to the Rendlesham Forest incident. 

Again, while rumors of unscheduled visits to the base in the aftermath 
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of the events are widespread, it's Halt who is clearest on the issue. He has 
stated that a C-141 transport aircraft arrived but that there was great se¬ 
crecy about this and he was not able to ascertain who was onboard and 
what their mission was. Apparently a group of "special individuals" dis¬ 
embarked, passed through the East Gate, and headed out into the forest. 
Was this the flight on which General Gabriel arrived? And if so, why were 
Williams and Halt apparently not involved or even briefed? Penniston has 
his view on this: "My thoughts are that what happened at the twin bases 
was so important and retrieval of documents and other evidence was so 
paramount, it was only entrusted to a four star general, the Commander- 
in-Chief of USAF Europe. Someone thought it was necessary to have 
General Gabriel handle it and that no delegation would be allowed to 
anyone else. This order came from the top, I suspect." Burroughs agrees 
wholeheartedly on this point: "That shows just how serious the inci¬ 
dent really was, for him to get involved; and at what level it finally 

* 

ended up at." 

A key point in every MoD UFO investigation was an examination of 
military radar data. Indeed, UFO reports were sent automatically to the 
Directorate of Air Defence, a division in the MoD that had responsibility 
for Air Defence Ground Environment (ADGE) issues. This was done so 
that UFO sightings could be cross-checked with radar data to see if anything 
had been tracked that might corroborate a visual sighting. A negative re¬ 
sult didn't mean sightings were dismissed out of hand—stealth technol¬ 
ogy illustrates that solid objects can have a very low (ideally zero) radar 
signature—but radar was a key factor in assessing UFO sightings as "ex¬ 
plained" (i.e., misidentifications of ordinary objects or phenomena), "un¬ 
explained," or cases where there was "insufficient information" to make 
a meaningful assessment. 

On January 26, Squadron Leader Badcock wrote to two radar units— 
RAF Neatishead and Eastern Radar, based at RAF Watton—asking them 
to check whether any unusual radar readings had been recorded on the 
evening of December 29, the date Halt had given for the second night of 
activity. But as we've seen, this date was wrong. To make matters worse, 
for some reason Badcock omitted to ask that the radar data for the first 
night of activity (December 26, wrongly described by Halt as December 
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27) be checked when, arguably, this was the more significant of the two 
nights, given that the UFO actually landed. 

Squadron Leader Sharpe from RAF Neatishead replied on February 5, 
stating that the radar camera recorder (two radar screens displayed identi¬ 
cal data—one was monitored by a radar operator and one was filmed, so 
that a record would exist of the data) had been switched off earlier in the 
day, once military flying activity had finished, as was normal practice. 
Sharpe went on to say: "An examination of executive logs revealed no en¬ 
try in,respect of unusual radar returns or other unusual occurrences." 

Eastern Radar at RAF Watton replied on February 26. Squadron Leader 
Coumbe stated that the film of their radar camera recorder for the evening 
of December 29 was faulty. Helpfully, they then checked the film in re¬ 
spect of December 28 and December 30, but both these films were faulty, 
too. Intriguingly, Coumbe went on to say: "On the night of the reported 
sighting our controller on duty was requested to view the radar; nothing 
was observed. The facts are recorded in our log book of that night." 
Coumbe does not give the date, so it's not clear whether this is a reference 
to the first or the second night of activity. 

As can be imagined, the fact that the Neatishead radar camera recorder 
was switched off, the Watton radar camera recorder films were faulty, 
and, in any case, the wrong days were checked has led to some conspir¬ 
acy theories. At the very least, it was a sorry state of affairs, perhaps best 
summed up in an undated internal note sent to the UFO project around 
four years later, by an officer in the ADGE division, Wing Commander 
Keith, who wrote: "Regrettably, the tasking letter from MoD referred to 
an incident on 29 Dec 80 therefore the replies from Neatishead and Eastern 
radar are probably worthless. Unit radar recordings are not held for 4 years 
consequently we are back where we started!" On a point of clarification, 
standard procedure at the time was to keep paper records of radar data for 
three years before destroying them. Video recordings of radar data were 
retained for thirty days, prior to re-use of the tapes. 

The point about the duty controller at Eastern Radar being asked to 
look at the radar on the night of the sighting is worthy of further com¬ 
ment. Despite Squadron Leader Coumbe's assurance, the radar operator 
he refers to—Nigel Kerr—tells a different story. Kerr does not recall the 
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exact date but says that sometime around the Christmas holidays a call 
came in from Bentwaters about "a flashing light in the sky/' He checked 
the radar and saw something on the approach line, which he first thought 
was a helicopter. It remained stationary for three or four sweeps across the 
radar screens before it dissipated. It's not clear whether or not this ties in 
with an entry in the RAF Watton log timed at 0325 on December 28, 
which states: "Bentwaters Command Post contacted Eastern Radar and 
requested information of aircraft in the area—UA37 traffic southbound 
FL370—UFO sightings at Bentwaters. They are taking reporting action." 
Is this the call Kerr recalls, or was this a second call, placed when Kerr 
was off-duty? And was this call the one to which Squadron Leader Coumbe 
referred in his February 26 letter when he wrote: "On the night of the re¬ 
ported sighting our controller on duty was requested to view the ra¬ 
dar . . ."? Frustratingly, it's not clear. 

It has been variously suggested that in the immediate aftermath of the 
events unidentified US officers visited RAF Watton to examine and/or to 
remove radar recordings. There are several such accounts, but it is diffi¬ 
cult to nail down the facts. Two particularly intriguing pieces of testi¬ 
mony relate to two USAF air traffic controllers—Ivan "Ike" R. Barker and 
James H. Carey—who apparently tracked a UFO on radar at Bentwaters at 
some point between Christmas and New Year. But again, the facts are dif¬ 
ficult to pin down. 

Aside from radar data, the second substantive issue that the MoD's 
UFO project looked into was radiation. Lieutenant Colonel Halt's memo to 
the MoD described how radiation readings were taken at the landing site, 
at his behest, by Monroe Nevels from the Disaster Preparedness Office. 

The readings in Halt's memo were passed to officers in the DIS who 
were asked to comment. The DIS was one of a number of areas that the 
MoD's UFO project could call upon for specialist advice and assistance. 
The usual port of call was DI55, which reported to DGSTI—Director Gen¬ 
eral Scientific and Technical Intelligence. On this occasion, because of the 
radiation issue, DI55 brought in DI52, another part of DGSTI's empire. 

At the time of the Rendlesham Forest incident and indeed for many 
years thereafter, the role of the DIS in relation to UFO research and in¬ 
vestigations had not been publicly acknowledged. The UFO community, 
however, suspected their involvement. Sometime in the eighties an ap- 
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parently innocuous photocopy of a relatively unexciting UFO report was 
sent to a member of the public by a helpful desk officer on the UFO proj¬ 
ect. But somebody had forgotten to black out the internal MoD distribu¬ 
tion list (as was the usual practice), where, among other divisions, DI55 
was listed. It didn't take a genius to figure out what "DI" stood for! Not¬ 
withstanding this slip, the involvement of the DIS in MoD UFO research 
and investigations was not formally acknowledged until comparatively 
recently. 

On January 28, Squadron Leader Badcock, acting on a request from 
DS8, wrote to DI55 and among other things asked: "We would particu¬ 
larly like to know whether the readings of radioactivity are unusual or 
whether they are in the normal background range to be expected." 

DI55 passed this to DI52. On February 23 they replied (it's not clear 
why this took so long), stating: "Background radioactivity varies consid¬ 
erably due to a number of factors. The value of 0.1 Milliroentgens (mr), I 
assume that this is per hour, seems significantly higher than the average 
background of 0.015 mr." 

In the course of a 1994 cold-case review of the Rendlesham Forest inci¬ 
dent the MoD rechecked the issue with the Defence Radiological Protec¬ 
tion Service. It was confirmed that the radiation levels reported were 
somewhere between seven and ten times higher than expected back¬ 
ground levels. It was stressed that while statistically significant, such lev¬ 
els of radiation would not be harmful to those concerned. Notwithstanding 
this, given that we don't know anything about the source of this radiation 
or the type, the issue is of particular concern to the witnesses, particu¬ 
larly John Burroughs and Jim Penniston, who believe their current ad¬ 
verse health conditions are directly attributable to the events of December 
1980. Clearly, the question of health problems caused by Burroughs and 
Penniston being irradiated is an issue on which the chain of command is 
potentially extremely vulnerable. But would this failure rest with the 
MoD or the USAF ? While there's no documentary evidence that the MoD 
briefed the USAF on a potential radiation hazard to their men (which 
would have been a catastrophic failure in and of itself), Burroughs cannot 
conceive that this information would not have been briefed, at some level: 
"I'm not sure they [the MoD] didn't brief the USAF on this." Either way, 
he's clear on the failure to alert those most directly involved: "The fact 
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that they [the MoD and/or the USAF] held back information that affected 
the people who responded out there is criminal." 

Some skeptics in the UFO community have suggested that the radia¬ 
tion levels might not be as significant as the MoD suspected, arguing that 
the Geiger counter used was not appropriate for the task and even specu¬ 
lating that the dial might have been misread. I'm wary when ufologists 
start trying to second-guess the measurements taken by the trained mili¬ 
tary personnel who were actually there or questioning the contempora¬ 
neous scientific assessment. Nevels used the equipment available to him 
(there being no such thing as a UFO radiation detector!) and the DIS as¬ 
sessment used the readings reported to the MoD. We can only use the data 
we have, not the data we'd like to have or think we should have had. 
That's the way science works. In any case, such speculation misses the key 
point; the radiation levels peaked in the three indentations found where 
the craft was said to have landed. It's like using a metal detector and hear- 

ft 

ing a bleep; in a sense, it doesn't matter what make or model of metal de¬ 
tector it is or whether its dial reads 7 out of 10 or 8 out of 10; the key point 
is that it bleeped—that tells you there's something there! 

Despite the USAF's delay in telling the MoD about the sightings, de¬ 
spite the fact that the incorrect dates were notified, and despite the prob¬ 
lems with the radar camera recorders/films, matters were still retrievable. 
As a result of the MoD's initial investigation, three follow-up actions were 
now appropriate—one was a matter of common sense, while the other two 
had been the subject of specific suggestions and offers. 

The commonsense action was for someone at the MoD to pick up the 
phone and speak to Donald Moreland, asking him to facilitate a meeting 
with Halt and—perhaps—some of the key witnesses such as Burroughs 
and Penniston. This is what Halt had expected and he was surprised 
when it didn't happen. 

The two areas where specific suggestions/offers had been made related 
to Halt's audiotape and to the radiation readings. 

First, Squadron Leader Badcock's February 16 letter to DS8 had con¬ 
cluded by saying: "Perhaps it would be reasonable to ask if we could have 
[these] tape recordings as well." Readers may sense a certain frustration in 
Babcock's words. Given the unwritten "Don't criticize the Americans" 
rule that the MoD, and arguably the UK government as a whole, operated 
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on (the United Kingdom is sometimes dubbed America's poodle) and given 
the understated and diplomatic language that UK government officials of¬ 
ten use, it should be clear that the casual sentence quoted here masks the 
absolute fury that the MoD felt at the USAF for having removed evidence 
from the country without briefing them. 

Second, the DI52 letter containing the scientific assessment of the ra¬ 
diation levels included the following offer: "If you wish to pursue this 
further I could make enquiries as to natural background levels in the 
area.", 

Why were these three actions not taken? In relation to the failure to 
follow-up with Halt, it may be that as the MoD subsequently claimed, his 
initial delay in reporting sent (wrongly) the message that the US authori¬ 
ties had matters in hand and/or were not overly concerned by the events. 

So far as the tape recordings are concerned, the issue was raised again 
in 1983 and the ADGE division explained to DS8 why no action had been 
taken, stating: "At Reference you ask if the suggestion that the USAF be 
asked for the tape recordings was followed up by this Deputy Directorate. 
It was considered that the tapes would reveal no better report than that 
already reported, and no further request was made." While it may be the 
case that there was some confusion over whether DS8 or the ADGE divi¬ 
sion should have been taking this action, this is a sorry state of affairs, to 
say the very least. 

As for the failure to take up DI52's offer concerning the radiation read¬ 
ings, this is equally baffling. One possibility has to do with the MoD's 
consistent policy of downplaying their involvement with UFO investiga¬ 
tions and constantly pushing the "no defence significance" line when the 
subject was raised in Parliament or by the media and the public. This led 
to a natural defensiveness on the part of some officials, worried that any 
proactivity in relation to UFO research might somehow compromise the 
"no defence significance" public line. But this is weak. The United King¬ 
dom didn't get a Freedom of Information Act until many years later and 
officials writing in 1980 knew—or should have known—that under the 
law as it stood at the time, documents they wrote wouldn't be made avail¬ 
able to the public for at least thirty years. 

Finally, it's also surprising that no internal MoD meeting seems to have 
taken place. Various parties were writing to one another, but there's no 
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evidence that staff in DS8 ever called a meeting with the various DIS and 
ADGE staffs who had been looking into the events. If anything, the MoD 
has a "culture of meetings/' many of which are superfluous or of limited 
value. Here was an instance where a meeting could genuinely have added 
value and helped those concerned decide how best to proceed. So far as 
we're aware, no such meeting ever took place. 

Jim Penniston is scathing about the MoD's handling of all this: 

I do believe the MoD thought they were the office of primary responsi¬ 
bility. They eventually wished it was an American problem, because 
they had a lot to answer for: So silence was their defense , say nothing 
and hopefully it would go away. What made it even more imperative 
not to talk to the US was the discovery of the high radiation level , not 
to mention the radar tapes , which had gone missing. The MoD was 
confronted with the stark reality of an unknown craft which was re¬ 
corded on radar and now the high levels of radiation on the ground 
showed it landed too. Now there was no room for debate within the 
Ministry. The reality is that over the course of three nights in Decem¬ 
ber 1980 , while the population of England slept, it has become appar¬ 
ent the MoD was sleeping as well. The airspace was open over the UK 
for the three nights in question. So how do they explain the incompe¬ 
tence of the MoD? A craft of unknown origin entered UK airspace 
twice and left in the same manner over the course of the three day pe¬ 
riod. They were detected by radar and now there was clear evidence a 
touchdown and takeoff occurred, while the MoD slept , leaving the 
population of England quite possibly unprotected and definitely un¬ 
aware. They did not even generate a phone call, or generate an aircraft 
response flight. They were clearly asleep at the wheel. As for us and 
the other personnel affected by this phenomenon , we were thrown un¬ 
der the bus by the MoD. 

Before moving on, we should summarize briefly the areas dealt with 
earlier. A combination of delay, confusion over jurisdiction/primacy, and 
poor information sharing led to a fatally flawed investigation—or, rather, 
investigations. US and UK authorities were both struggling to deal with a 
situation not catered to by any SOPs or other official guidance. Nobody 
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was clear who was in overall charge and nobody seemed willing to take 
ownership of the situation; quite the opposite, in fact: the United States 
was overly keen to portray this as "a Brit affair," while MoD officials took 
the opposite view. 

As for the rest of it, it reads like a comedy of errors: the United States 
gave the MoD the wrong dates; the MoD forgot to check the first date and 
find that the radars were switched off during the second. When they did 
manage to check a date, they found that the film hadn't come out. 

When taken collectively, none of this makes happy reading. To be fair, 
what looks like conspiracy often turns out to be bureaucracy. However, at 
the very least, the mistakes made represent a colossal missed opportunity. 
Some would doubtless suggest that the whole catalogue of errors is so un¬ 
likely that some other hidden hand must have been involved, conspiring 
to ensure that the official investigation turned up nothing and that the 
initial investigators were "set up to fail." 


9. SKEPTICAL THEORIES 


The time has come to examine the various theories that have been put 
forward over the years. These theories fall into two categories, which 
might broadly speaking be labeled "believer theories" and "skeptical the¬ 
ories." Some theories can be dismissed more easily than others, but read¬ 
ers may or may not agree with the various assessments here, so the purpose 
of these next two chapters is not to attempt to push any one particular 
theory but simply to expose all the various possibilities that have been 
discussed and debated over the years—along with a few new ideas. 

First, some words of warning. Many of the witnesses have their own 
views on what they saw and experienced. For example, as we have seen, 
Charles Halt has clearly stated that he believes the UFO he saw was extra¬ 
terrestrial in origin. It's tempting for believers to say things like, "Well, 
he was there," as support for this theory. Fair enough. But this doesn't 
invalidate other theories and indeed there's a counter-argument that says 
witnesses, in a sense, are too close to these events to take an objective view; 
they have too much "emotional investment" and are incapable of taking a 
step back, looking at the bigger picture, and coming to a more dispassion¬ 
ate assessment. Both arguments have merit, so there's no right or wrong 
here, but it's worth bearing these points in mind. 

Another problem with giving too much weight to the witnesses' theo¬ 
ries is that there were two main but entirely separate events and numer¬ 
ous people who were involved in one, the other, or both—to varying 
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degrees. So it's no surprise that different people have different experiences 
and therefore different theories about what actually took place. 

We should be similarly wary of what the UFO community thinks of 
the Rendlesham Forest incident. Ufologists (as they label themselves) fall 
into two broad camps: true believers and die-hard debunkers. Just as fas¬ 
cist and communist regimes are actually very similar, despite the apparent 
distance implied by phrases like "left-wing" and "right-wing," so true 
believers and die-hard debunkers are actually chiseled from the same 
block, .united by their dogma. Both groups seize on the Rendlesham Forest 
incident to support their pre-existing beliefs—a classic case of what the 
scientific community calls confirmation bias. True believers want Rendle¬ 
sham to give them definitive proof of extraterrestrial visitation, while die¬ 
hard debunkers want an explanation that will leave humanity reassuringly 
alone and unvisited. Any research or investigation the UFO community 
undertakes tends to be conclusion led. Thus, both the true believers and 
the die-hard debunkers see what they want to see when looking at these 
events, as opposed to taking a truly scientific approach and going where 
the data take them—even if this confounds their personal beliefs and ex¬ 
pectations. 

With these warnings in mind, let's run through the main skeptical 
theories. 


DRINK AND DRUGS 

The most serious allegation about the incident is that alcohol and/or drugs 
were involved. It's difficult to see how this would translate into the de¬ 
tailed, multiple-witness accounts that we have from two separate nights, 
involving not just junior ranks but also senior officers, including the Dep¬ 
uty Base Commander. Alcohol simply doesn't generate hallucinations of 
this kind and it would be straining credulity beyond breaking point to 
suggest that drugs—even hallucinogenic ones—would result in a shared 
hallucination involving so many people at so many times. 

Few people have seriously suggested this possibility and, ironically, 
.the idea of a hallucination seems inadvertently to have been planted by 
one of the main proponents for an extraterrestrial explanation, the United 
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Kingdom's former Chief of the Defence Staff Lord Hill-Norton. In a sound 
bite on the case that he deployed in a number of similar versions. Lord 
Hill-Norton often said things like this: "Either large numbers of people 
were hallucinating, and for an American Air Force nuclear base this is 
extremely dangerous, or what they say happened did happen." It was cer¬ 
tainly not Lord Hill-Norton's view that "large numbers of people were 
hallucinating," and in fact he deliberately chose an alternative that he re¬ 
garded as absurd to make the point that in his view the second possibility 
(i.e., that the events took place as the various witnesses claimed) was cor¬ 
rect. 

It would be foolish to suggest that excessive drinking and illegal drug 
taking never occurred at Bentwaters and Woodbridge. The fact that the 
US military had and still has programs to deal with drug and alcohol 
abuse shows there's a problem. However, there's no evidence to suggest 
any of the witnesses whose testimony we've highlighted were drunk or 
had taken illegal drugs. 

It's also worth bearing in mind that most of the witnesses were secu¬ 
rity police and law enforcement personnel, who might well have to deal 
with the occasional "drunk and disorderly" but are less likely than most 
to be abusing drugs and alcohol themselves. Several other factors make 
the theory unlikely. 

First, there's the "buddy system," whereby people often operate in 
pairs so that they can monitor each other's behavior, with one taking ac¬ 
tion if the other has a problem. This is both informal and formal—some 
areas of the twin bases could only be patrolled in pairs, as there are strict 
rules preventing single individuals from being in proximity to the most 
sensitive locations, such as the WSA. Second, most of the witnesses were 
in positions where they would be routinely checked for any indications of 
drink or drugs before going on duty. "We were checked prior to going on 
duty for drugs/alcohol, so not possible," as Burroughs put it. Third, though 
for security reasons we can't go into the details, many of the key wit¬ 
nesses were part of the Nuclear Weapon Personnel Reliability Program 
(PRP) and were thus vetted, trained, and monitored to an extent that did 
not apply to other military personnel. Any sign of drug or alcohol abuse 
(or indeed any other signs of instability) would have been quickly noticed 
and would have had immediate consequences. 
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HALLUCINOGENIC MUSHROOMS 

To stay for a while with the theory about some sort of hallucination, is it 
possible that hallucinations were caused by "shrooms" in Rendlesham 
Forest? Given that the forest is central to the key encounters, could all of 
the witnesses somehow have been exposed to psychedelic mushrooms? 
Clearly, mushrooms with psychoactive properties can cause mystical ex¬ 
periences and many people deliberately take them for precisely this rea¬ 
son. Throughout history, people—often shamans—have used certain 
mushrooms to facilitate a visionary state. People talk about "the shamanic 
journey" and some people believe that the human mind is capable of ac¬ 
cessing some other, hidden realm. Such speculation, which raises wider 
issues on the nature of consciousness, is outside the scope of this book, 
but the question of whether mushrooms played a part in the Rendlesham 
Forest incident is a fair one. The short answer to the question is no. There 
are certainly plenty of mushrooms and other fungi in Rendlesham Forest, 
but we're not aware of any "magic mushrooms." And even if there were, 
it's simply not possible for people to inadvertently ingest the hallucino¬ 
gen, e.g., via spores blowing on the wind, in a way that would have any 
discernible effect. 

A variation on this theory has been put forward in respect of another 
famous British UFO sighting. On November 9, 1979, forester Robert Taylor 
encountered a large circular-shaped UFO on Dechmont Law—a wooded 
hill in West Lothian, Scotland. As he approached, two smaller spiked 
spheres (like sea mines) came out of the UFO and attached themselves to 
his trousers, dragging him toward the craft. The small probes were mak¬ 
ing a hissing sound and seemed to be emitting noxious gas. Taylor coughed, 
choked, and passed out. When he regained consciousness and went home, 
his wife was so shocked by his disorientated state that she assumed he'd 
been attacked. She called the police and a criminal investigation was 
launched. The incident was classed as an assault and Taylor's damaged 
trousers were examined forensically. The results were inconclusive and 
the case remains unexplained. One of the skeptical theories put for¬ 
ward was that Taylor had somehow ingested some deadly nightshade (bel¬ 
ladonna) and hallucinated the whole affair. It seems highly unlikely that 
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an experienced forester such as Robert Taylor would be unfamiliar with 
deadly nightshade, let alone that he could somehow inadvertently in¬ 
gest it. 


DELUSIONS, HALLUCINATIONS, AND MASS HYSTERIA 

Before completely setting aside the idea of a hallucination, is it possible 
that some other sort of hallucination—i.e., one not involving drugs— 
occurred? There are a wide range of psychiatric and psychological con¬ 
ditions (and other more prosaic factors such as physical stress and sleep 
deprivation) that can result in delusions and hallucinations. Neurologist 
and bestselling author Dr. Oliver Sacks writes about a range of them in his 
book Hallucinations , in which he briefly mentions alien abductions. Fortu¬ 
nately, we don't need to drill down into the fifth edition of the Diagnostic 
and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders , published in May 2013, to find 
an answer here. Rather, we need to ask the more fundamental question as 
to whether any hallucination or mental disorder could cause several people 
to experience the same thing. 

As it happens, there is one possible candidate: Shared Psychotic Disor¬ 
der. This new term covers cases where the delusion is shared by two or 
more people and replaces a multitude of more traditional terms such as 
"folie a deux," the lesser-known "folie a plusieurs " (madness of many), 
and others. There are also a couple of subcategories to mention here, if 
only to play devil's advocate. Folie simultanee is a situation where two 
people suffer independently from psychosis but then influence the content 
of each other's delusions so they become similar or even identical. Folie 
imposee is a situation where a dominant person (sometimes known as a 
"primary," "inducer," or "principal") develops a delusional belief during a 
psychotic episode and then imposes it on one or more people who might 
not otherwise have become delusional. In relation to the first night's events, 
could John Burroughs and Jim Penniston fall into any of these categories? 
In relation to the second night, might Halt (perhaps by virtue of his se¬ 
niority) have been a "primary"? 

As ever in the world of psychiatry, there's controversy about a lot of 
these terms and, in particular, where the boundaries lie. At some point, 
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for example, a shared delusion gets categorized as mass hysteria, which 
isn't classified as a psychiatric disorder at all. This leaves us with the rather 
odd position that if a delusion becomes shared by enough people it some¬ 
how acquires a "critical mass" that takes those who believe in it out of any 
psychiatric category! 

The wider problem with this theory in relation to Rendlesham is that 
such psychological conditions would doubtless manifest themselves in all 
sorts of other ways. In the unlikely event that they weren't picked up in 
the recruitment and vetting process, they would doubtless have become 
apparent soon thereafter. There's certainly no way, for example, that such 
people could fail to be picked up by the Nuclear Weapon PRP. 

And in all of the skeptical theories being examined in this chapter we 
have to consider not just the witness testimony but also evidence such as 
the radar data and the physical traces at the landing site, including the 
tree damage and the radiation readings. And while none of these elements 
are exempt from critical scrutiny, we need to consider how likely it is that 
all the separate and extraordinary elements of this story—the witness 
testimony, the radar evidence, the physical evidence at the landing site, 
the extraordinary way in which the witnesses were treated after the 
sightings—would have resulted if what happened had some prosaic cause. 


POLICE CARS AND PRACTICAL JOKES 

There's certainly a culture of pranks and practical jokes in the military. 
Could some practical joke have gotten out of hand? Is it possible that one 
(or more) of the witnesses somehow faked the whole thing, over two sepa¬ 
rate nights and under the noses of the other witnesses? It's difficult to see 
how this could have been done without it being fairly obvious, and it's 
difficult to conceive that the guilty party (or parties) would then go along 
with the story without confessing, to the point where the affair was briefed 
to the Wing Commander, the UK MoD, the senior USAF officer in the United 
Kingdom, and then the senior USAF officer in Europe. Even if faking the 
events on both nights were possible (and it's almost impossible to conceive 
how this could be done) it seems likely that the guilty party would 
have confessed at an early stage, nipping the situation in the bud. After 
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all, the reprimand from a shift commander might be a wry smile and a 
warning not to do it again. The penalty for knowingly making and signing 
a false statement and/or escalating the issue to the level it actually reached 
would have been far more serious. And from everything we know about 
Halt and the other witnesses, they are simply not the sort of people who 
would have done this—even if such a thing were somehow possible. 

Even if we are to believe that on the first night Burroughs and Pennis- 
ton conspired to concoct a story they would have needed to either include 
several other participants or make their story convincing enough to fool 
them. The same would apply if Halt, Englund, Ball, Nevels, and others 
conspired to pull a separate but related prank on the second night. And 
while the marks at the landing site could have been faked, the radiation 
and radar data would be difficult—if not impossible—to manufacture. We 
are stretching credulity well beyond breaking point here. 

Could someone else (i.e., not one of the witnesses) have pulled off a 
prank of this nature? This would at least get around the objection that the 
other witnesses would have seen them. It would also get around the point 
about confessing, as the unknown party would not be putting his or her 
name to anything and if they weren't seen there would be no adverse 
comeback, however high the affair was escalated—unless they subse¬ 
quently decided to confess. 

In fact, there's only been one claim of a practical joke that might have 
had a bearing on this case. The story was published in 2003 in a UK news¬ 
paper, the Daily Mail. Kevin Conde, a former USAF policeman, claimed 
that in 1980 he played a prank on the guard at the East Gate. Conde stated: 
"There was this one guy at the back gate, and he was known as a bit of a 
problem—he was always seeing things. He had seen lights before and re¬ 
ported them. It always turned out that it was a star or something. So I 
decided to play a practical joke. I had no idea what I had started by doing 
this." 

It's not clear to whom Conde was referring. He went on: "I drove down 
the taxiway in my car. I stuck the spotlight on, after sticking red and 
green lenses on it. I then drove round in circles, in the fog, with the PA 
loudspeaker going, flashing my lights. It was just a practical joke; we were 
always playing practical jokes. Then I turned my lights off and drove away." 
He says that he thought no more of this until years later when he saw 
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mention of the Rendlesham Forest incident on an Internet site for ex¬ 
military personnel, put two and two together, and figured that his prank 
had been the cause of all the trouble. 

There are, however, numerous problems with this story. First, by his 
own admission, Conde cannot recall exactly when he played his prank. He 
subsequently said that it was during an exercise, but there was no exercise 
underway at the time of the UFO sightings. Second, Conde claims that 
there were two other people with him when he carried out his prank but 
cannot recall the names and nobody has come forward to corroborate his 
story. Third, the colors of the lights he talks about don't match what was 
seen, and fourth, the direction is completely wrong. 

Even if Conde's claim of having pulled this prank is true, it was a one- 
off event, not something that spanned two nights. And again, it doesn't 
explain the radar data or the physical marks and radiation readings at the 
landing site. 

None of the witnesses recall Conde being on duty at the time of the 
incident. Charles Halt has said, "Just for information, I knew Conde well. 
I wouldn't have put it past him to claim what he does. He was nowhere to 
be seen the night I was out. One possible explanation is several nights 
later he may have opened the back gate while on patrol at Woodbridge 
and driven down the paved road and displayed his lights to mock the ear¬ 
lier incidents." Burroughs is absolutely clear on this issue: "Kevin Conde 
was not on duty so he could not have been involved." 

There's no independent evidence that this prank even took place. If it 
did, it's just possible, as Halt suggests, that it took place sometime after 
the UFO sightings, in an attempt to make people think the UFO had re¬ 
turned. 


TRACTORS, TRUCKS, AND MANURE 

In September 2009 a new claim emerged concerning the 1980 UFO sight¬ 
ings. Peter Turtill, from Ipswich, claimed that he had been driving a truck 
filled with fertilizer down a road close to the twin bases, having picked it 
up from a friend to whom he'd lent it. He went on to say that the truck 
broke down and at this point he realized that the fertilizer was stolen. He 
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and a friend towed it off the road and into Rendlesham Forest, where they 
allegedly set fire to it in an attempt to destroy the evidence. Turtill says 
that a combination of the metal from the truck and the fertilizer created 
some oddly colored flames and believes that this burning truck, being 
towed through the forest (before being towed back to the road to avoid 
further spooking some soldiers with guns, as the story goes on!), was what 
caused the UFO sightings. Turtill summed up the situation thus: "There 
was no real fuss at the time and it was only later people started saying it 
was aliens and this story spiraled." He even claimed that the burned-out 
vehicle remained in the forest for twenty years afterwards until it was 
finally removed. We have been unable to verify this or locate any po¬ 
lice records or contemporaneous newspaper story relating to the alleged 
theft. 

To say that all this is an exceptionally unlikely chain of events is an 
understatement. As it transpires, Turtill is a well-known local character 
who campaigns oil issues such as rights-of-way/access to the countryside 
and who once stood for election as an independent Member of Parliament— 
but polled only ninety-three votes. We include his claim only for the sake 
of completeness and to show that such is the media fascination with the 
Rendlesham Forest incident that these completely unsubstantiated claims 
still managed to make at least three UK national newspapers. 

Entering the name "Peter Turtill" into any search engine will throw 
up information that certainly paints a picture of a controversial and color¬ 
ful character. This doesn't automatically invalidate his Rendlesham claim, 
of course, but it should certainly raise a few red flags. The problem with 
Rendlesham is that the case is so newsworthy, any tall tale or speculative 
remark can become a viable theory in the minds of some people. 

A similarly unlikely story had surfaced a few years earlier when a skep¬ 
tical ufologist made a throwaway remark about how the colors and configu¬ 
ration of the lights on the UFO seen on the first night sounded similar to the 
array of lights carried at night on a tractor. It wasn't even clear if the com¬ 
ment was serious or tongue-in-cheek, but next thing, UFO discussions fo¬ 
rums were abuzz with the "theory." 

In evidential terms, the burning truckload of fertilizer story—like the 
police car tale—hangs on unsubstantiated claims from a single individual. 
There's no independent evidence that such a crime or prank ever occurred, 
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let alone evidence that such events (even if they did take place) had any¬ 
thing to do with the Rendlesham Forest incident. Any intelligence analyst 
will caution against hanging a decision on a "single, unverified source." 


METEORS AND FIREBALLS 


Astronomical events such as meteors and fireballs have been known to 
generate UFO reports from people not used to seeing such things. Meteors 
are caused when small rocks or dust particles burn up in the Earth's atmo¬ 
sphere. They streak across the sky in a straight line and are generally vis¬ 
ible only for a second or two. They are a relatively common sight for anyone 
accustomed to looking at the night sky, though they are more difficult to 
spot from cities, in view of light pollution. A fireball is essentially just a 
very bright meteorite, and indeed the International Astronomical Union 
defines a fireball as "a meteor brighter than any of the planets." The 
term "bolide" is also used on occasion to describe a particularly bright 
fireball. 

The British Astronomical Association keeps records of such activity, 
and their Meteor Section's newsletter for the time period in question re¬ 
ports that three fireballs were observed on the night of December 25/26 
1980: one at around 5:20 pm, another at around 7:20 pm, and the final one 
at around 2:50 am. This final one overlaps with the time period when Bur¬ 
roughs, Penniston, and others were seeing the UFO. However, the critical 
point here is that according to the British Astronomical Association, each 
of these fireballs was visible for a time period of only a few seconds. 


A ROCKET RE-ENTRY 

At around 9:07 pm or 9:08 pm on the night of December 25, 1980, a con¬ 
siderably brighter and longer-lasting aerial phenomenon would have been 
visible in the skies of northwest Europe. It was the British Astronomical 
Association that first documented this, and indeed the first reports sug¬ 
gested that what had been seen was a particularly bright fireball. How¬ 
ever, research conducted by John Mason and Howard Miles of the British 
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Astronomical Association determined that what had actually been seen 
was part of a Soviet rocket re-entering and burning up in the Earth's at¬ 
mosphere. 

The debris concerned was identified as part of the rocket that had 
launched (in 1975) the Cosmos 749 satellite. Mason and Miles collated re¬ 
ports from Morocco, Spain, Portugal, France, and the United Kingdom. In 
all, around one hundred reports were received, but it's highly likely that 
despite extensive appeals in the media and in astronomical publications, 
there were many other witnesses who never came forward. Mason and 
Miles plotted the likely track of the debris as it broke up, and it seems that 
it might just have been visible from parts of the county of Suffolk, though 
the best estimate is that the debris had either burned up or lost its lumi¬ 
nosity by this point. 

To observers, the sight would be somewhat like a bright firework dis¬ 
play, at high altitude, with clusters of different-colored objects moving 
slowly, in a straight line. Again, however, this simply doesn't fit what the 
Rendlesham Forest incident witnesses saw. About the only UFO connec¬ 
tion is the fact that something unusual was seen in the sky. But of course, 
the first sighting was of something on the ground, not in the sky—and the 
rocket re-entry took place some hours before the initial sighting of the 
lights on the ground in the forest. Even if the re-entry of part of the Cos¬ 
mos 749 rocket may just have been visible from the area, it took place be¬ 
fore the start of the Rendlesham Forest incident and it seems unlikely the 
rocket played a part in the events. 


THE APOLLO COMMAND MODULE 

One of the units based at Bentwaters/Woodbridge was the 67th ARRS 
(Aerospace Rescue and Recovery Service)—now redesignated as the 67th 
Special Operations Squadron. Its primary mission is described as "providing 
worldwide clandestine aerial refueling of special operations helicopters," 
with a secondary capability that includes "infiltration, exfiltration, and 
resupply of special operations forces by airdrop or airland tactics." One 
other specialist mission that this unit trained for was recovery operations 
for the Apollo and Skylab programs. Part of the training for this mission 
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included an object known as Boilerplate, Command Module, Apollo, #1206. 
This object weighed nine thousand pounds and resembled—externally— 
an Apollo command module. 

Though the Apollo program ended in 1972 and the Skylab program in 
1979, the 67th ARRS certainly still possessed the boilerplate at the time of 
the Rendlesham Forest incident. Could the roughly triangular object have 
been accidentally dropped in the forest while being transported by heli¬ 
copter as a slung load? Alternatively, could the boilerplate have been placed 
there as a prank? 

As with some of the previously discussed theories, what we have here 
is one factor (the size and shape of the boilerplate) that matches in some 
respects a particular part of the story—Burroughs and Penniston encoun¬ 
tering a triangular craft in the forest. But look beyond this single match 
and the theory soon breaks down. If there was a helicopter flying that 
night (and the consensus is that there was no flying activity at all at the 
time of the incident), the witnesses would have seen and heard it. Even if 
we eliminate the helicopter and imagine the boilerplate being placed in 
the clearing in advance, as a practical joke, the facts simply can't be made 
to fit. While the boilerplate was heavy enough to leave an impression on 
the ground, the underside had no features capable of having produced the 
three indentations in the triangular pattern. Even if the holes were made 
separately, the theory completely ignores the movement of the craft Bur¬ 
roughs and Penniston saw ("speed—impossible" was how Penniston de¬ 
scribed the sudden acceleration in his police notebook) and is totally at 
odds with what Halt and his men saw on the second night, with the UFO 
firing beams of light down at the ground. 

Finally, there is not a single document or eyewitness that would sup¬ 
port the theory. 


A LIGHTHOUSE AND A LIGHTSHIP 

Another theory is that the witnesses misidentified the nearby Orfordness 
lighthouse (and/or the Ship wash light vessel). This idea was first proposed 
by local forester Vince Thurkettle. 

The first question that arises is the extent to which the witnesses were 
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or weren't familiar with the lighthouse. While it was a well-known local 
feature, some of the more recent arrivals may not necessarily have known 
about it, though personnel who had been there for any length of time 
would doubtless have encountered it. 

A more fundamental objection is the fact that the lighthouse simply 
isn't visible from most of the locations from which the witnesses saw the 
UFO. That said, it's difficult to be definitive about this, because Rendle- 
sham Forest was hit extremely hard by the Great Storm of 1987 (when near¬ 
hurricane-force winds hit the United Kingdom on October 15/16, 1987, 
killing at least twenty-two people) and a large proportion of the trees were 
flattened. The forest was replanted, and while the topography hasn't 
changed, the height and layout of the trees have, making comparisons 
with 1980 very difficult. 

The key point about the lighthouse is that it crops up in four of the five 
witness statements cited in chapter 7. The relevant extracts are as follows: 

Buran: SSgt Penniston reported getting near the "object" and then all 
of a sudden said they had gone past it and were looking at a marker 
beacon that was in the same direction as the other lights. I asked him 
if he could have been mistaken, to which Penniston replied that had I 
seen the other lights I would know the difference. 

Chandler: He eventually arrived at a "beacon light" however, he 
stated that this was not the light or lights he had originally observed. 

Burroughs: Once we reached the farmer's house we could see a beacon 
going around, so we went toward it. We followed it for about 2 miles 
before we could see it was coming from a lighthouse. 

Cabansag: While we walked, each one of us would see the lights. Blue, 
red, white, and yellow. The beacon light turned out to be the yellow 
light. We would see them periodically, but not in a specific pattern. As 
we approached, the lights would seem to be at the edge of the forest. 

We were about 100 meters from the edge of the forest when I saw a 
quick movement, it look visible for a moment. It looked like it spun 
left a quarter of a turn, then it was gone. I advised SSgt Penniston 
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and A 1C Burroughs. We advised CSC and proceeded in extreme cau¬ 
tion. When we got about 75—50 meters, MSgt Chandler/Flight Chief, 
was on the scene. CSC was not reading our transmissions very well , so 
we used MSgt Chandler as a go-between. He remained back at out 
vehicle. As we entered the forest , the blue and red lights were not vis¬ 
ible anymore. Only the beacon light was still blinking. We figured the 
lights were coming from past the forest, since nothing was visible 
when we passed through the woody forest. We would see a glowing 
near the beacon light , but as we got closer we found it to be a lit up 
farm house. After we had passed through the forest, we thought it had 
to be an aircraft accident. So did CSC as well. But we ran and walked 
a good 2 miles past out the vehicle, until we got to a vantage point 
where we could determine that what we were chasing was only a bea¬ 
con light off in the distance. Our route through the forest and field was 
a direct one, straight towards the light. We informed CSC that the 
light beacon was farther than we thought, so CSC terminated our in¬ 
vestigation. 

There are, as we have seen, serious problems with these five witness 
statements, with some of the witnesses claiming that these were "sani¬ 
tized" versions of events that they were made to sign. Might it be that the 
lighthouse was selected as a convenient cover story? Cabansag's brief state¬ 
ment manages to use the phrase "beacon light" or ''light beacon" an ex¬ 
traordinary five times. It's similarly odd that the word "beacon" crops up 
in four of the statements, though this could well be a consequence of the 
witnesses discussing their shared experience and picking up on one an¬ 
other's terminology. But it's also odd that the word "lighthouse" only ap¬ 
pears once. 

Though we mention the possibility of the lighthouse being selected as 
a cover story, this doesn't really work, as the five statements—whatever 
their true provenance—mention the light beacon but go on to make it 
clear that while this was visible at times, it was a separate light from the 
unusual lights that they were following. 

As with most of the theories discussed to date, an idea that starts out 
as being superficially attractive in terms of explaining a small part of the 
case soon breaks down if one tries to shoehorn in the wider facts of the 
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two nights' encounters. The lighthouse cannot possibly explain Charles 
Halt's sighting of a UFO firing beams down at him and his men from di¬ 
rectly overhead ("Lighthouses don't fly" was his terse response to the 
suggestion—a comment echoed by Burroughs, who stated, "The light¬ 
house does not land, or hover on the ground and take off at a high rate of 
speed. Remember, we got close to whatever it was") or hovering over the 
base at Woodbridge. Indeed, Halt has gone on the record to say that at one 
point he calculated the bearing of the UFO by comparing it to the position 
of the lighthouse—illustrating the point that they were two separate ob¬ 
jects. And yet again, this theory fails to take account of the radar evidence 
or the physical trace evidence at the landing site. 

While not the most compelling of the skeptical theories (a "top three" 
follow), the lighthouse theory has become the one most favored by TV 
documentaries that have covered this case. There are four reasons for this. 
First, the theory has—in Vince Thurkettle—an informed, local proponent. 
Second, it sounds so absurd and is so insulting to the witnesses and the 
believers that it provokes a strong reaction. Third, it's a very visual theory 
that lends itself to being re-created and can be tested. All these three fac¬ 
tors make for good, dramatic TV. The fourth reason is that the MoD gave 
the theory a subtle push, as part of a wider campaign to "spin" the Rendle- 
sham story by downplaying the events. 

Another nail in the lighthouse coffin was provided by the lighthouse 
keeper himself, in a conversation with author and investigative journalist 
Georgina Bruni, when he said, "The skeptics have been pestering me in 
an attempt to get to support their theory. I cannot do it. I know what my 
lighthouse looked like from the forest. I have seen it in all weathers. It 
just could not do what those airmen and local people describe the UFO 
as doing." 

In fact, where the lighthouse is visible from the forest at all, it appears 
in the distance, as a tiny pinprick of light on the distant horizon. This is 
not sufficient, however, to completely eliminate the lighthouse, as it was 
brighter in 1980 than it was in later years. In addition, while the light¬ 
house was fitted with a shade that prevented it illuminating the town of 
Orford, this wasn't positioned in such a way as to render the glare invisi¬ 
ble from some parts of the forest. Vince Thurkettle has made it clear that 
there were plenty of locations from which it was visible. 
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As a final observation on this theory, I was filming with Vince Thur- 
kettle in Rendlesham Forest in November 2010, along with Charles Halt. 
We discussed the matter at great length, and while Thurkettle still main¬ 
tained that it was possible that the lighthouse could have played a small 
part in events, he did not believe it could fool people over two nights or 
for so long a period of time. So while some UFO skeptics have appropri¬ 
ated the lighthouse theory as their own, its original proponent has effec¬ 
tively ruled it out. Discussing his theory with Georgina Bruni, Thurkettle 
expressed irritation with UFO skeptics who had hijacked his speculative 
musings on the lighthouse and used it as their own definitive explanation: 
"They take a cluster of facts and only pick up on those that suit the situa¬ 
tion." 


GUARD FORCE TESTS, GHOST GUNS, AND MIND CONTROL 

Is it possible that the Rendlesham Forest incident was attributable to a 
highly unusual guard force test? There are several versions of this theory, 
but the general thrust of the idea is that the various UFO sightings were 
deliberately staged by some elements of the chain of command to see how 
the guard force would react. The thinking is that if exercise planners 
could devise a scenario where the guard force would react (or fail to react) 
in such a way as to leave critical systems vulnerable, a hostile power could 
do the same. Thus, the purpose of such a test would be to see if a weak¬ 
ness exists and, if so, to plug the gap. Suggestions as to how such an exotic 
test could have been accomplished include hallucinogenic drugs, mind 
control, and holographic technology. The latter idea, in particular, has 
been the subject of some considerable speculation in not just the UFO 
community but also the wider conspiracy theory community. 

Holographic technology exists and it's known that various defense 
contractors, among others, have experimented with this. Phrases such as 
"ghost gun" have been used to describe the equipment necessary to create 
images. But there are two problems here. First, such programs tend to be 
classified and the extent to which this technology exists in any usable 
form is unknown. Second, the waters have been muddied by the existence 
of a conspiracy theory known as "Project Blue Beam," which suggests that 
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holograms/projections (perhaps combined with more conventional Holly¬ 
wood special effects) of things such as an alien invasion or the Second 
Coming might be used to create mass panic as part of a "false flag" event 
that would allow the powers that be (e.g., the Illuminati) to create a "New 
World Order." This is, to say the least, somewhat far-fetched. 

It's undeniable that the military wants to know how its guard force is 
going to react in certain circumstances, especially at the most important 
military facilities. Realistic training underpins this, as it underpins much 
in the military, and regular exercises are held to gauge the response to 
various different scenarios. Is it too much of a stretch of the imagination 
to suggest that guards at Bentwaters/Woodbridge were hoodwinked 
into thinking they faced some unknown—perhaps extraterrestrial— 
phenomenon, to see how they'd react? But is there any real evidence, 
aside from speculation, to support such a theory? 

A US document titled The Role of Behavioral Science in Physical 
Security—Proceedings of the Fifth Annual Symposium , June 11—12, 1980 has 
put this theory in the spotlight in the UFO community. The fact that this 
was a mere six months before the events in Rendlesham Forest has added 
additional poignancy. The symposium was organized by an official in the 
Nuclear Safety Directorate of the Defense Nuclear Agency. Enhancement 
of nuclear weapons storage was a key aim. Sponsors included the Law En¬ 
forcement Standards Laboratory. A paper titled "Security System Opera¬ 
tional Recording and Analysis (SSOPRA)" described a plan to evaluate 
security at a Weapons Storage Area at an Air Force base, using a variety of 
techniques including "active procedures" to test the system. It is clear why 
many people believe this is relevant to Bentwaters/Woodbridge. 

The problem is that none of this suggests that the "active procedures" 
should be exotic. Indeed, the paper states that "initiating events will be of 
the types commonly employed by evaluation teams." And neither is there 
any evidence that Bentwaters/Woodbridge was selected for the SSOPRA 
trial. Moreover, when the paper was considered, a discussion took place 
about the possibility of "black hat assaults as a test of the system." The 
response pretty much rules this out as a potential explanation for the 
Rendlesham Forest incident: ". . . everybody early in the game knows it is 
an exercise . . . what you cannot do as far as I can see at the present time 
is to actually initiate an event that will result in the call out of a fire team. 
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for example, without the whole system knowing it is an exercise. That sim¬ 
ply is beyond the scope of what we might be able to do." 

Notwithstanding this, there are a few accounts of UK Special Forces 
being called upon to launch unannounced incursions into various mili¬ 
tary installations, including Bentwaters/Woodbridge. Such incursions—as 
one might expect, with elite troops such as the SAS (Special Air Service)— 
were often successful, resulting in huge embarrassment for those charged 
with security at the locations concerned. 

If "guinea pigs" were needed for a test to see how security personnel 
would respond to an exotic scenario, conducting the test in the United 
Kingdom would have been an unnecessary complication and using a base 
in the United States would have been far preferable. But even if the 
Rendlesham Forest incident had been attributable to a trial along these 
lines, we strongly suspect that someone would have taken those con¬ 
cerned aside afterwards, told them that they'd been taking part in a trial, 
said that the details were classified, and instructed them not to say any¬ 
thing. As loyal military personnel, they would doubtless have complied. 
There might have been some private chat, but we very much doubt anyone 
would have gone public in the way that they did. 


A NUCLEAR ACCIDENT OR INCIDENT 

The US DoD has a list of codes to cover nuclear weapons accidents or inci¬ 
dents. These are, with the most serious first, "Broken Arrow," "Bent 
Spear," "Empty Quiver," and "Faded Giant." A previous example of a 
"Broken Arrow" incident at a US base in the United Kingdom had report¬ 
edly occurred on July 27, 1956, when a B-47 bomber crashed and ex¬ 
ploded into a nuclear weapons storage facility at the Lakenheath air base. 
According to various reports in the public domain, the initial report to the 
Commander of US Strategic Air Command ended with the statement: "Pre¬ 
liminary exam by bomb disposal officer says a miracle that one Mark Six 
with exposed detonators sheared didn't go [off]." Could the UFO story 
have been a deliberately concocted piece of fiction designed to distract at¬ 
tention from another "Broken Arrow" type of event? Might this, for ex¬ 
ample, explain the radiation readings taken at the landing site? 
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Again, we are constrained here by the US and UK government policy 
neither to confirm nor deny the presence of nuclear weapons at any par¬ 
ticular time or place. However, common sense dictates that the US govern¬ 
ment would either admit to the incident or decline to comment. Concocting 
a bogus cover story seems highly unlikely, but even if one accepted the 
possibility, a UFO story would be the worst possible idea, given media and 
public fascination with the subject. Such a story would invariably result 
in the last thing any cover story should generate: attention and publicity. 

A related theory is that the event was in some way related (again, per¬ 
haps as a cover story) to a nuclear incident (e.g., a leak) at the nearby Size- 
well A or Size well B nuclear power station. Again, however, there's no 
witness testimony or documentary evidence to support such a theory. 


SECRET PROTOTYPE AIRCRAFT AND DRONES 

i 

At any given time there will be various aircraft and drones being devel¬ 
oped, test flown, and even deployed operationally but about which no 
public announcement will have been made. In some cases such technolo¬ 
gies are not publicly declared for perhaps ten or fifteen years. The F-117 
stealth fighter and the B-2 stealth bomber are two good examples. The 
stealth fighter was publicly declared in 1989 but had been flying for many 
years prior to that. 

Could the Rendlesham Forest incident have been caused by the wit¬ 
nesses misidentifying some new spy plane or—more likely, given the 
small size of the object Burroughs and Penniston encountered in the 
clearing—drone? And in such circumstances, is it possible that the wit¬ 
nesses (and even perhaps the chain of command) never discovered the 
explanation or, if they did, deployed a UFO-related cover story to hide the 
truth? Intriguingly, there is some historical precedent for this. The CIA 
article "CIA's Role in the Study of UFOs, 1947-90: A Die-Hard Issue" 
makes it clear that it suited the CIA and the USAF when sightings of the 
U-2 spy plane or the SR-71 reconnaissance aircraft were reported as UFOs, 
as foreign military intelligence analysts were less likely to pay attention to 
UFO stories than stories about strange aircraft. Might something similar 
have happened in Rendlesham Forest, notwithstanding our earlier point 
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about the apparent unattractiveness of a UFO cover story, in view of pub¬ 
lic and media interest in UFOs? 

At first glance, if a secret aircraft or drone had been involved and if 
rumors of this were circulating among USAF personnel and the local popu¬ 
lation, it might have made sense to launch a counter-intelligence operation 
and "rebrand" the event as a UFO sighting. But there's no suggestion that 
any such rumors had started, so there was no need for a cover story. 

Furthermore, even if there had been a secret aircraft or drone in¬ 
volved, a cover story would have been unnecessary; military witnesses 
would simply have been told that they'd seen something classified (they 
are unlikely to have been given any further details, in line with the need- 
to-know principle) and ordered not to discuss what they'd seen. It is 
highly unlikely that they would have disobeyed such an order. 

Moreover, while a UFO cover story may have been effective in the 
early days of the U-2 and the SR-71 programs, as we mentioned in respect 
of the theory concerning a test of the guard force, a UFO cover story in 
the United Kingdom in 1980 would have done the one single thing that 
any effective cover story must not do: attract media and public attention. 

Furthermore, it's highly unlikely that Halt would have sent his famous 
memo to the MoD if he or anyone else in the chain of command had 
known that a secret aircraft or drone was involved. Someone in US intel¬ 
ligence would have had a quiet word with someone in UK intelligence and 
the whole business would have been forgotten. 

There is, however, one variation on this theory that might make a little 
more sense. What if the aircraft or drone had been Soviet? Might the 
strange symbols that Penniston saw on the side of the craft have been Cy¬ 
rillic script? This was certainly a time of high international tension, re¬ 
lated to the rise of the Polish trade union Solidarity and the Bentwaters 
and Woodbridge bases were two of the most important military facilities 
in the United Kingdom—and indeed in NATO. Did a Soviet drone crash? 
Was it shot down, inadvertently or deliberately? This latter action could 
have started World War Three, and in that scenario might cooler heads on 
both sides have prevailed and buried the incident? 

Critically, all three governments involved would have had a good rea¬ 
son for saying nothing or even developing a cover story. The Soviets would 
not admit to having been conducting espionage activity of this sort, while 
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the United States and the United Kingdom would have been horrified 
that the United Kingdom's Air Defence Region had been penetrated with 
such ease and would not wish any knowledge of such a security breach to 
circulate among junior military personnel (for morale reasons) or to be¬ 
come public knowledge. Perhaps a small group of Soviet, American, and 
British military intelligence personnel conspired to keep this event from 
their political masters and mistresses, aware that this could quickly esca¬ 
late matters to a dangerous level. Such a cover-up would probably have 
been the right thing to do. 

All this, however, is pure speculation. There's not a single shred of docu¬ 
mentary evidence or personal testimony that would support this interpreta¬ 
tion, and it's offered up only as a hypothetical scenario that, frankly, makes 
more sense than most of the theories bandied around by skeptics in the UFO 
community. 

Now that we have run through the possible skeptical theories and 
found them, at best, unsupported by any evidence and, at worst, demon¬ 
strably false, it's time to consider other more exotic theories. Follow us now 
on a trip into the real-life Twilight Zone. 


10. EXOTIC THEORIES 


Having considered but pretty much eliminated the skeptical theories 
about the Rendlesham Forest UFO incident, we must now at least consider 
some more exotic possibilities. In this chapter, we're going to look at three 
such possibilities: extraterrestrial visitation, interaction with currently 
hidden dimensions and parallel universes, and time travel. Why should 
we even consider concepts that many regard as science fiction? There are 
several reasons. First, vast numbers of people believe these things. Admit¬ 
tedly, lots of people believe things that aren't necessarily true, but any 
widely held belief is interesting in and of itself, even if only from a psy¬ 
chological perspective. Second, several of the Rendlesham witnesses sup¬ 
port these theories, and as they were the ones who went through these 
events, it seems entirely proper to highlight their views and see why they 
believe in these explanations. Third, it's as well to say "never say never" 
with some things that sound highly unlikely but might have a big payoff 
if they turned out to be true. It's what the business community calls low 
probability/high impact (or sometimes low probability/high consequence). 
Indeed, it's this very mind-set that explains why governments look (as 
they indisputably do) at things like UFOs and remote viewing (a more 
respectable-sounding term for psychic spying) in the first place. Finally, 
we do so for the sake of completeness. Any book on this incident needs to 
examine all the theories that are either tenable and/or widely held. Many 
of the skeptical theories turned out to be somewhere on the spectrum 
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between highly unlikely and impossible, but it was unfair to omit them 
and thus miss the chance to subject them to some degree of scrutiny. So 
it is with the more exotic theories. Some people may think they're sci¬ 
ence fiction, but let's at least take a look, if only to satisfy ourselves on this 
point. 

We intend to look at the three aforementioned exotic theories in a 
slightly different way from the way in which we examined the skeptical 
theories in the last chapter. Because of the controversial nature of the con¬ 
cepts involved, we intend to take a step back and ask not whether things 
like extraterrestrial visitation could explain the Rendlesham Forest inci¬ 
dent but whether such things are even possible in the first place. Believers 
may say this is a little unfair and sets the "evidence bar" a little higher, 
but it's a far easier way of attacking the problem, because if extraterrestrial 
visitation is impossible in and of itself clearly we can eliminate the theory 
straightaway. And in any case, "extraordinary claims require extraordi¬ 
nary evidence," as the famous quote from the cosmologist and author Carl 
Sagan goes. 


EXTRATERRESTRIAL VISITATION 

The term "UFO" stands for "Unidentified Flying Object" but in popular 
culture has become synonymous with alien spacecraft. This leads to non¬ 
sensical questions such as "Do you believe in UFOs?" where the answer 
"no" is patently absurd if the term is used correctly. The fact remains, 
huge numbers of people not only believe in the existence of extraterres¬ 
trial life but also think the Earth is being visited by intelligent extrater¬ 
restrials and that elements within the US government (and perhaps other 
governments) are aware of this but are actively conspiring to cover up this 
truth. How likely is any of this? 

Before addressing the question of UFOs, we need to take a step back 
and ask some more fundamental questions. Are there any scientific objec¬ 
tions to the existence of life elsewhere in the universe and, if not, is it 
scientifically possible that any of this life could be visiting us? 

One often hears phrases along the lines of "it would be arrogant and 
ridiculous to assume that in this infinite universe we're the only life." 
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While this argument undoubtedly has a certain attractiveness, it's not one 
that uses science to come to its conclusion and thus, we must set it aside. 

From a purely scientific point of view, observational data suggests 
that the laws of physics and the laws of chemistry are constant in the uni¬ 
verse. This being the case, given the sheer number of stars and (as we are 
now in the process of discovering) planetary systems in the universe, it is 
a reasonable hypothesis that the factors that gave rise to life here on Earth 
should arise many times. 

There are however, problems with this hypothesis. Even if we set aside 
religious beliefs about Creation, there's no scientific consensus on exactly 
how life arose on Earth or even on the more fundamental question of what 
constitutes life—on this latter point see, for example, the scientific debate 
over whether or not viruses constitute life or the more speculative debate 
over artificial intelligence, which soon segues from science to philosophy. 
Moreover, there are some who believe that life may not have originated 
on Earth but might have been seeded here—not in the way that we see in 
sci-fi movies like Prometheus or UFO TV shows like Ancient Aliens but 
through the mechanism of organic material arriving through cometary 
impact. 

Even if life has arisen many times in the cosmos, is any of it intelligent, 
or is there something unique about complex life and—perhaps—intelli¬ 
gence? The so-called Rare Earth hypothesis (postulated by astronomer 
Donald E. Brownlee and paleontologist Peter Ward) suggests that while 
microbial life in the universe might be common, advanced life (i.e., ani¬ 
mals) is rare. They do not, however, quantify the term "rare"! Another 
counter-argument to the idea that intelligence is unique is the fact that 
in evolutionary terms being smart seems to be a pretty good survival 
strategy. 

The Rare Earth hypothesis is seen as a response to the views of scien¬ 
tists such as Carl Sagan and Frank Drake, who have expressed the view 
that intelligent life is likely to be widespread in the universe. In 1961 as¬ 
tronomer Frank Drake devised an equation (now known as the Drake 
Equation) that attempted to calculate the number of detectable extrater¬ 
restrial civilizations in our own galaxy (the Milky Way) by calculating 
the values of a number of relevant variables. To put things in perspective, 
the Milky Way is estimated to contain somewhere between 100 billion 
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and 400 billion stars. Estimates for the number of galaxies in the universe 
vary between 100 billion and 200 billion. The Drake Equation is as fol¬ 
lows: 

N=R* x fp x ne x fl x fi x fc x L 

In this equation: 

N = the number of civilizations in the Milky Way galaxy whose 
electromagnetic emissions are detectable 

R* = the rate of formation of stars suitable for the development of 
intelligent life 

fp = the fraction of those stars with planetary systems 

ne = the number of planets, per solar system, with an environment 
suitable for life 

fl = the fraction of suitable planets on which life actually appears 

fi = the fraction of life-bearing planets on which intelligent life 
emerged 

fc = the fraction of civilizations that developed a technology that 
releases detectable signs of their existence into space 

L = the length of time such civilizations release detectable signals 
into space 

The problem with this is that while some values can be estimated with 
some degree of accuracy, most can only be guesses. At the front end of 
the equation, for example, it seems reasonable to make some calculations 
about star formation, based on observational data. And while a few years 
ago the existence of any planetary systems aside from our own was specu¬ 
lation, by the end of November 2013, 1,039 extrasolar planets had been 
discovered. A November 2013 study based on data from NASA's Kepler 
space telescope estimated that one in five sun-like stars in our galaxy 
would have an Earth-like planet in its habitable zone, meaning that a 
value for fp can be better estimated than was previously the case. But the 
last four values can really only be guesses in the absence of the discovery 
of extraterrestrial life. Thus, while Frank Drake estimates that there are 
around ten thousand detectable civilizations in our galaxy, critics have 
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said that the constituent parts of the equation can vary so much that the 
actual figure of N could be anywhere between zero and several billion! 

How close are we getting to discovering the existence of extraterres¬ 
trial life? We've had a couple of close calls already. In 1996 NASA scien¬ 
tists announced that a meteorite that had originated on Mars (ALH84001) 
seemed to contain fossilized traces of bacteria. The data have since been 
disputed and the issue remains unresolved. More recently, in 2009, other 
NASA scientists expressed the belief that methane on Mars might be a by¬ 
product of microbial life under the ground. In a sense, this doesn't help 
us. We know that through the impact of meteors material can be thrown 
up into the Martian atmosphere, escape from the planet's weak gravita¬ 
tional field, and arrive on Earth—precisely what happened with ALH84001. 
This being the case, how we can be certain that any life found on Mars 
didn't originate on Earth? Indeed, how can we be sure that life on Earth 
didn't originate on Mars? This latter idea was the headline grabber at the 
prestigious Goldschmidt meeting held in Florence in August 2013, where 
Professor Steven Benner suggested that conditions for the development of 
life in the early solar system were actually more favorable on Mars than 
Earth and that life likely developed on the Red Planet before being trans¬ 
ported to Earth via meteorites. 

The search for extraterrestrial life continues and encompasses a num¬ 
ber of different locations and methodologies. Agencies such as NASA 
would like to launch missions to find life (probably microbial life) on Mars 
or Europa. Other scientists are focusing on the aforementioned extrasolar 
planets and in particular on the search for Earth-like planets orbiting sun¬ 
like stars. The first super-Earths have been discovered and there's a grow¬ 
ing sense that it's only a matter of time before we find what science dubs 
Earth 2.0. The longer-term goal will be to use the next generation of space 
telescopes to undertake spectral analysis of the atmospheres of exoplan¬ 
ets, looking for oxygen, ozone, water, and other potential chemical indica¬ 
tors of life. Another search strategy involves the use of radio telescopes to 
search for a signal from other civilizations. Frank Drake was a founding 
father of this work, dubbed SETI (Search for Extraterrestrial Intelligence). 
In 2024, a radio telescope orders of magnitude bigger and more powerful 
than any existing array will become fully operational. Scientists claim that 
the Square Kilometer Array will be so powerful, it will be able to detect 
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an airport radar at a distance of fifty light-years. If there are detectable 
civilizations in our small corner of the galaxy, the SKA should be able to 
find them—provided SETI scientists get sufficient telescope time on the 
array! 

How seriously is any of this taken? It's clearly science, but where does 
it he on the spectrum—mainstream or maverick? A few years ago the 
answer would have been the latter. However, in 2010 the scientific estab¬ 
lishment sent a strong message that the search for alien life was now re¬ 
spectable. The prestigious Royal Society (founded in 1660, its members 
have included legendary figures such as Isaac Newton, Charles Darwin, 
Albert Einstein, and Stephen Hawking) hosted two discussion meetings, 
titled, respectively, "The Detection of Extra-terrestrial Life and the Conse¬ 
quences for Science and Society" and "Towards a Scientific and Societal 
Agenda on Extra-terrestrial Life." These two meetings considered not just 
the progress of the search for alien life but also more speculative questions 
such as whether or not people would panic and what effect the discovery 
would have on religious belief. 

In another sign that the question of alien life is no longer taboo to main¬ 
stream science, NASA now has a formal astrobiology program. The mis¬ 
sion statement on the relevant part of NASA's Web site begins as follows: 

Astrobiology is the study of the origin, evolution, distribution, and 
future of life in the universe . This multidisciplinary field encompasses 
the search for habitable environments in our Solar System and habit¬ 
able planets outside our Solar System, the search for evidence of prebi- 
otic chemistry and life on Mars and other bodies in our Solar System, 
laboratory and field research into the origins and early evolution of life 
on Earth, and studies of the potential for life to adapt to challenges on 
Earth and in space . 

NASA's Astrobiology Program addresses three fundamental ques¬ 
tions: How does life begin and evolve ? Is there life beyond Earth and 
if so, how can we detect it? What is the future of life on Earth and in 
the universe? In striving to answer these questions and improve un¬ 
derstanding of biological, planetary and cosmic phenomena and rela¬ 
tionships among them, experts in astronomy and astrophysics, Earth 
and planetary sciences, microbiology and evolutionary biology, cosmo- 
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chemistry , and other relevant disciplines are participating in astro- 
biology research and helping to advance the enterprise of space 
exploration . 

Before leaving aside the question of whether or not there's intelligent 
life elsewhere in the universe, we should mention the Fermi Paradox. 
Named after the physicist Enrico Fermi, the paradox is usually written as 
"Where is everybody?" Fermi's point was that if—as scientists such as 
Frank Drake suggest—the universe is teeming with life, why has Earth 
not been visited and why is there no other observable or detectable evi¬ 
dence of extraterrestrial life? The numerous responses to the Fermi Para¬ 
dox include the suggestion that evidence exists but is being covered up, 
along with theories that other civilizations arise but are wiped out by the 
sorts of calamities that might yet wipe us out: nuclear war, climate change, 
plague, the rise of artificial intelligence, asteroid strikes, gamma ray 
bursts, et cetera. Others have speculated that the Earth is being deliber¬ 
ately avoided, perhaps by advanced civilizations that choose to let human¬ 
ity develop naturally, without external interference. This idea—broadly 
similar to the "Prime Directive" in the Star Trek franchise—is known as 
the Zoo Hypothesis. A similar theory—the Planetarium Hypothesis— 
suggests that we're being deliberately isolated by advanced civilizations 
and that the observable universe is actually a simulation, designed to look 
empty. There are numerous other theories and counter-arguments, but 
they are largely beyond the scope of this book. 

As it happens, there's one way that the question of whether or not 
alien life exists might be resolved without our actually needing to find it! 
Many scientists will tell you that life arose almost as quickly as was pos¬ 
sible on Planet Earth (the Earth is around 4.5 billion years old and life 
seems to have arisen about 3.5 billion years ago, only shortly after massive 
planetary impacts ceased), suggesting life develops easily, meaning it 
should be common in the cosmos. Yet so far as we know, all life on Earth 
can be traced back to a single "Universal Common Ancestor." So if life 
arises so easily, why—apparently—has it arisen only once? Why not sev¬ 
eral times? The shadow biosphere (sometimes dubbed Genesis 2) is the 
name given to a theoretical second strand of life on Earth. Because if life 
arose not once but twice (or multiple times) on this single planet, it would 














116 / ENCOUNTER IN RENDLESHAM FOREST 


indeed suggest that life is not some cosmic miracle but arises easily. The 
clear and logical follow-on would be that the universe is teeming with life. 

The search for a shadow biosphere is arguably much easier than the 
search for extraterrestrial life, and there has already been some controversy 
about this. On December 2, 2010, NASA held a press conference with 
biochemist Felisa Wolfe-Simon. Wolfe-Simon has been doing research at 
Mono Lake, California, and the press conference was used to announce 
the discovery of microbes that can apparently use arsenic instead of phos¬ 
phorus to build their DNA. This fundamentally changes how we define 
life, and even though this wasn't announced as proof of the shadow bio¬ 
sphere, it came tantalizingly close. Wolfe-Simon's results have since been 
challenged and the debate is ongoing. 

In relation to the Rendlesham Forest incident, the question of whether 
or not extraterrestrial life exists is fundamental, because this has long 
been a favored theory of many people in relation to the events. With some 
people, this is a question of passionate belief. With others, it's because this 
is the one UFO case that seems to defy any conventional explanation. None 
of the skeptical theories stand up to detailed scrutiny, and now that Roswell 
is so far in the past Rendlesham is the case that's become the standard- 
bearer for what the UFO community calls the ETH (extraterrestrial hy¬ 
pothesis). However, there's a further hurdle that needs to be cleared if 
we're to seriously entertain the idea that the Rendlesham Forest incident is 
attributable to extraterrestrial visitation. Because even if we accept that 
there may be other civilizations out there, if they can't get here it's case 
closed. 

The clear scientific consensus is that faster-than-light travel is impos¬ 
sible. Under Einstein's Special Theory of Relativity, an infinite amount of 
energy would be required (a clear impossibility) to accelerate a particle to 
the speed of light. It's worth making a few points about this. First, there 
are plenty of theoretical physicists who—while they accept that an object 
can't be accelerated to, or past, light speed—think that there might be vi¬ 
able workarounds, including using wormholes and warping space-time. 
Second, there's nothing in the Special Theory of Relativity that precludes 
the existence of particles that always travel faster than light. However, 
while the existence of such particles (called tachyons) has been postulated, 
no significant evidence has been found that would support their exis- 
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tence. In any case, it's difficult to envisage a way in which the existence of 
such particles would help in the construction of a spaceship capable of 
interstellar travel. 

The good news here is that even if faster-than-light travel is impossi¬ 
ble, interstellar travel is not. Theoretical physicists have speculated about 
the possible development of spacecraft powered by propulsion systems 
based on nuclear fission or matter-antimatter annihilation. None of this 
would offend the laws of physics (and even if it did, we should remember 
that our understanding of the laws of physics is constantly changing and 
evolving). Writing in the February 1999 issue of Scientific American, 
Stephanie D. Leifer, manager of advanced-propulsion concepts at the Jet 
Propulsion Laboratory in Pasadena, wrote about such technologies. She 
said about them: "For these will be the technologies with which humanity 
will finally and truly reach for the stars." More recently, a joint NASA/ 
DARPA (Defense Advanced Research Projects Agency) initiative called the 
100 Year Starship Study led to the creation of "a viable and sustainable 
non-governmental organization for persistent, long-term, private-sector 
investment into the myriad of disciplines needed to make long-distance 
space travel possible." Their mission statement reads as follows: 

100 Year Starship will pursue national and global initiatives, and gal¬ 
vanize public and private leadership and grassroots support, to assure 
that human travel beyond our solar system and to another star can be 
a reality within the next century. 100 Year Starship will unreservedly 
dedicate itself to identifying and pushing the radical leaps in knowl¬ 
edge and technology needed to achieve interstellar flight while pioneer¬ 
ing and transforming breakthrough applications to enhance the quality 
of life on earth. We will actively include the broadest swath of people 
in understanding, shaping ,, and implementing our mission. 

A propulsion system capable of even a smallish fraction of the speed of 
light could put the stars within our reach—and put us within reach of any 
spacefaring civilizations in our local part of the galaxy. 

For purists who think this goes too far (or for engineers, who rightly 
point out that such speculation from theoretical physicists will only come 
to fruition if engineers can actually build something), let's limit ourselves 
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to the technology we already have. Our Pioneer 10 spacecraft will reach 
the red giant Alderbaran (sixty-eight light-years away) in about 2 million 
years from now. Pioneer 11 will pass close to one of the stars in the con¬ 
stellation of Aquila in around 4 million years. Pioneer 10 and Pioneer 11 
carry plaques with messages for any intelligent extraterrestrials who may 
one day encounter them. Part of the messages on these plaques used bi¬ 
nary code to give the location of Planet Earth. 

The Voyager 1 spacecraft isn't heading for a particular star, but in 
around forty thousand years will pass within 1.6 light-years of a star that 
lies some 17.6 light-years from Earth. The Voyager 2 spacecraft isn't head¬ 
ing for a particular star, either, but will pass within about 4 light-years of 
Sirius in around 296,000 years. Both Voyager craft carry messages for any 
extraterrestrials who might find them. The point of all this is to show that 
given enough time, our own technology will reach the stars. In fact, had 
Voyager 1 been pointed toward Proxima Centauri, the nearest star to us 
aside from our own sun, the journey would take around 76,000 years. If 
this sounds so long a timescale as to render interstellar travel impractical, 
here's the point: the universe is around 14 billion years old and some civi¬ 
lizations could have a head start of millions or even billions of years on us! 
This being the case, even if alien technology never exceeded the level of 
our own, the cosmos could be full of extraterrestrial probes similar to our 
own Pioneer or Voyager craft. This was the thrust of a scientific paper ti¬ 
tled "On the Likelihood of Non-terrestrial Artifacts in the Solar System," 
by Jacob Haqq-Misra and Ravi Kumar Kopparapu, published in 2011 in 
the International Academy of Astronautics journal, Acta Astronautica. 
This isn't a one-off paper by maverick scientists. Volume 431, number 
7004, of the prestigious science journal Nature , published on September 
2, 2004, contained two features on the same theme, titled "Inscribed 
Matter as an Energy-Efficient Means of Communication with an Extra¬ 
terrestrial Civilization," by C. Rose, and "Astrobiology: Message in a 
Bottle," by W. T. Sullivan. The latter began by stating: "Extraterrestrial 
civilizations may find it more efficient to communicate by sending ma¬ 
terial objects across interstellar distances rather than beams of electro¬ 
magnetic radiation." 

None of the material set out so far in this chapter proves that we've 
been visited by aliens, but it shows that interstellar travel is in no way 
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incompatible with the laws of physics and requires only a level of technol¬ 
ogy that we already possess. 

It's an odd part of the story that while the UFO community might see 
Burroughs and Penniston as standard-bearers for their theories about 
alien visitation, the two key witnesses won't play ball. Indeed, in one 
sense Penniston is as cynical about aliens as he is about police cars, light¬ 
houses, or burning trucks of manure. In a mirror image of most UFO con¬ 
spiracy theories, he talks about alien visitation not in terms of what was 
being covered up but in terms of it being the cover story: 

Well , it is as much as I would have guessed. With the cover story go¬ 
ing out about UFOs and lights in the sky , alien spacecraft being fixed, 
and all the other rubbish. It was just another UFO story; to be disbe¬ 
lieved. So the debunkers and people, who were not in the know ; went 
on about such nonsense. Simple as that it is. It is easy to see who was 
not in the know and who was, following the disinformation that was 
put out. Even people who have tried to write themselves into the story 
went with parts of the cover story. Amazing. 

Burroughs, too, talks about aliens in terms of a cover story: "I believe 
the alien part was planted by both governments at the beginning, to cover 
up what was really going on, both by people who knew what they were 
doing and people who did not." 

Pressed for a definitive view on the twin questions of the existence of 
extraterrestrial life and the possibility of alien visitation, Penniston says 
this: "I believe the odds are that the universe is brimming with life. I even 
believe there could be life with self-awareness in the universe. Do I be¬ 
lieve that we are being visited by extraterrestrials? No, I do not see any 
evidence of that." 


INTERACTION WITH CURRENTLY HIDDEN 
DIMENSIONS AND PARALLEL UNIVERSES 


Parallel universes and hidden dimensions may be sci-fi staples, but is 
there any substance to such ideas? The answer, surprisingly, is that there 





120 / ENCOUNTER IN RENDLESHAM FOREST 


are plenty of theoretical physicists who take such things seriously. Indeed, 
a particular branch of theoretical physics—string theory—actively re¬ 
quires that hidden dimensions be considered, in order to be viable. 

We are used to perceiving the three dimensions (length, width, and 
depth) of space and the fourth of time. However, the mathematics of string 
theory suggests that in addition to the three spatial dimensions and the 
fourth dimension of time, there should be an additional six spatial dimen¬ 
sions. An extension of string theory called M-theory suggests that there 
are a total of eleven or maybe twenty-six dimensions. Intriguingly, in this 
theoretical model some degree of interaction between universes is per¬ 
mitted. 

The likelihood is that we can no more perceive of such things than the 
inhabitants of the fictional two-dimensional world of Flatland could per¬ 
ceive a third dimension. In Flatland , written in 1884, the narrator (a 
square, who lives alongside other shapes on the two-dimensional Flatland) 
is visited by a thre«e-dimensional entity, a sphere. He cannot conceive of the 
true nature of the sphere until he sees the three-dimensional world from 
which it has come (Spaceland) for himself. 

Closely allied to the idea of hidden dimensions is the concept of a par¬ 
allel universe, multiple universes, or even an infinite number of parallel 
universes—sometimes dubbed the multiverse. In such theories, our 
universe is just one of many universes: "one bubble floating in a sea of 
bubbles." 

It's important to add that at the time of writing the existence of any 
extra dimensions—while an essential part of string theory—is unproven. 
But with theoretical physicists such as Michio Kaku speaking out on such 
matters and with scientists at the Large Hadron Collider (the world's larg¬ 
est and most powerful particle accelerator) looking seriously at such 
things, we should at least consider the possibilities here. 

Much of the literature related to parallel universes and hidden dimen¬ 
sions is highly technical, speculative, or pseudoscientific. For that reason, 
we do not propose to delve further into this subject, but readers wanting 
a short primer from a reputable source should read the essay "Are There 
Other Dimensions?" on the Large Hadron Collider Web site. Indeed, it's 
the Large Hadron Collider that provides our best hope of discovering the 
existence of hidden dimensions. But until the existence of parallel uni- 
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verses and hidden dimensions is proven/* theories about something from 
such realms interacting with our own world, e.g., in Rendlesham Forest, 
can only be speculation. 


TIME TRAVEL 

The final exotic theory considered in this chapter is time travel. As with 
parallel universes and hidden dimensions, what might at first sound like 
science fiction is taken rather more seriously by some theoretical physi¬ 
cists than many might suppose. 

As we explained in the section on hidden dimensions, time is actually 
the fourth dimension. It is inextricably bound with the three (or eleven or 
twenty-six!) spatial dimensions, which is why physicists tend to use the 
term "space-time." Definitions of time vary, but a good way of thinking of 
it is that it's the "rate of change" of the universe. This reinforces the inex¬ 
tricable linkage, because time cannot exist without space and vice versa. 

We are all time travelers. That is to say, all of us are moving forward in 
time. However, time doesn't flow at a constant rate; it's relative. There are 
a couple of reasons for this. First, gravity pulls on space, but because space 
and time are inextricably linked it also pulls on time. The closer a clock is 
to a source of gravitation, the slower it runs (gravitational time dilation). 
In addition, time passes more slowly the faster you travel (relative velocity 
time dilation). It was Albert Einstein who first theorized about this in his 
Theory of Relativity. Einstein's theories have since been verified by ex¬ 
periment, most famously involving comparisons of atomic clocks at differ¬ 
ent heights and speeds. Atomic clocks run faster at higher altitude (because 
there's less gravitational pull) and run slower at higher velocities. Experi¬ 
mentally the differences were measured in nanoseconds, but it's possible 
to envisage such effects becoming profoundly noticeable. The best exam¬ 
ple of this is the so-called twin paradox, where one twin takes a round- 
trip on a fast-moving spaceship. Such a twin would return younger than 
the twin who had remained on Earth. 

If we all travel forward in time (albeit at different rates), can we travel 
back in time? First of all, it's worth making the point that we can see into 
the past. In fact, we do so all the time. The speed of light, in a vacuum, is 
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around 186,000 miles per second (or 671 million miles per hour!). This 
makes no difference in living our day-to-day lives but is profoundly im¬ 
portant and noticeable when it comes to astronomy. When you look at the 
moon, you are seeing it as it was around 1.3 seconds ago, because that's 
how long it takes light to travel from the moon to the Earth. The light from 
the sun takes a little over eight minutes to reach us. The light from the 
nearest star to us aside from our sun takes a little over four years to reach 
us. The deeper into space we probe, the further back in time we go. Some 
stars in our own galaxy are tens of thousands of light-years away, and if 
you look at Andromeda (a neighboring galaxy) you are seeing it as it ex¬ 
isted over 2 million years ago! The Hubble Space Telescope is able to see 
objects so far away that it's effectively looking billions of years into the 
past, seeing the universe as it was only a short time after the big bang. 
Bizarre as it may sound at first, what this means is that many of the most 
distant stars visible to the Hubble Space Telescope no longer exist. Some 
red giants will have exploded and become supernovae; other variable 
stars will have become white dwarves. Hubble is a sort of time machine, 
showing us the universe not as it is but as it was. 

Is any form of more practical time travel possible? There's a wealth of 
speculative material out there, but much of it is pseudoscience and/or New 
Age mumbo jumbo. However, among the noise there do seem to be a few 
signals worthy of further attention. Theoretical physicists have come up 
with a number of suggestions as to how time travel might be possible. 
These range from rotating black holes and wormholes through to cosmic 
strings and faster-than-light travel. We don't propose to delve too deep 
into any of these theories here, as it's beyond the scope of this book. The 
important point here is simply that while there's a lot of science fiction 
and pseudoscience about time travel, there are some theoretical physicists 
who give credence to the idea that it may be possible. Ronald L. Mallett is 
one such individual. Professor of physics at the University of Connecticut, 
Mallett is actively researching time travel. On his faculty Web site he in¬ 
cludes "time travel" on his list of "primary research interests" alongside 
(slightly) more conventional topics such as black holes and quantum cos¬ 
mology. 

Some scientists look with skepticism not just at research such as Mal- 
lett's but at the field of theoretical physics more generally. After all, a central 
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tenet of science is that theories must be tested and validated by experi¬ 
mentation. Moreover, they must be repeatable. Any theory that fails these 
tests must be discarded—though the validity of an experiment that appears 
to disprove a theory can itself be challenged. But much of theoretical 
physics is—well—theoretical. Saying something like, "We could test that 
by flying a spaceship at near light speed in the vicinity of a black hole," 
doesn't cut it with some scientists, because it simply can't be tested. Mal- 
lett, at least, is trying to address such concerns and his "Space-time Twist¬ 
ing by Light" project is, despite the technical-sounding name, a project 
aimed at constructing a time machine. 

In a particularly fascinating twist. Dr. Mallett has speculated on the 
only practical way of sending a message back in time: using binary code; 
to use binary code through time using circular patterns of light to twist 
space-time, using light to manipulate time. The energy of the light beams 
will produce a gravitational field strong enough to drag a spinning neu¬ 
tron through time. Dr. Mallett says: "Let's say I'll call the spin up a one (1) 
and I'll call a spin down a zero (0). So imagine sending a stream of neu¬ 
trons with spin up, spin up, spin down, spin up . . . what do you call 
that? It's binary code! So by using the spin of neutrons I can send the bi¬ 
nary code which can be translated into a message." 

Dr. Mallet believes that the first transmission of information to the 
past would be done via the transmission of binary code. It would be given 
to a receiver in the past. It's interesting that binary code has already 
cropped up in relation to the Pioneer 10 and Pioneer 11 spacecraft, as the 
consensus seems to be that this would be a logical way for either extrater¬ 
restrials or time travelers to communicate with us. 

Can we come at the problem the other way around? In other words, 
instead of asking whether time travel is possible, can we look for evidence 
of it? There are, inevitably, a number of cases cited on the Internet pur¬ 
porting to show "out of place" individuals who might be time travelers 
from the future. Perhaps the best-known example is a clip from a 1928 
film about the premiere of the Charlie Chaplin film The Circus , in which a 
woman appears to be using a cell phone. In another example, a man in what 
appears to be designer sunglasses and a modern T-shirt is visible in a 1941 
photograph. But in all such cases, either the provenance of the photo or 
film is in doubt or the apparent anomaly is disputed. My personal favorite 
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is the classified advertisement that appeared in a 1997 issue of Backwoods 
Home Magazine , which read: "Wanted: Somebody to go back in time with 
me. This is not a joke. P.O. Box 322, Oakview, CA 93022. You'll get paid 
after we get back. Must bring your own weapons. Safety not guaranteed. 
I have only done this once before." 

Long since exposed as having been a joke "filler" written by one of the 
magazine's staffers, John Silveira, the advertisement became an Internet 
sensation and inspired—among other things—a 2012 movie comedy titled 
Safety Not Guaranteed. 

The apparent absence of time travelers from the future visiting us leads 
to a temporal version of Fermi's "Where are they?" paradox. But as with 
the Fermi Paradox, there are several possible responses to the apparent 
absence of time travelers among us. These include the fact that time travel 
may be strictly controlled and that any time travelers among us will not 
interfere with events and will disguise their presence. This would be nec¬ 
essary to avoid such things as the "grandfather paradox," when someone 
goes back in time and kills their grandfather before he had married. But if 
they did this, they would never have been born—so how could they go 
back in time in the first place? Ironically, a possible solution to the grand¬ 
father paradox involves parallel universes, but this mixing of speculations 
is about as far as we can delve into this subject without getting bogged 
down in concepts that start in theoretical physics but soon end up as 
philosophical debates. 

None of the speculative discussion in this chapter has delivered a de¬ 
finitive explanation for the Rendlesham Forest incident. But in relation to 
exotic theories about extraterrestrial visitation, interdimensional intru¬ 
sion, and time travel, it was important to at least ask the question "Are such 
things possible?" 





11. THE STORY GETS OUT 




For all our modern obsession with open government and freedom of infor¬ 
mation, we sometimes forget that there are (usually) good reasons for se¬ 
crecy. Examples of secrecy in the shadowy worlds of defense and intelligence 
might include information about nuclear weapon security or the identity 
of an informant in al-Qaeda. The potential consequences of such informa¬ 
tion falling into the hands of the wrong people are obvious and cata¬ 
strophic. 

In 1980, when the Rendlesham Forest incident took place, military se¬ 
crecy was very different when compared to the situation today. While the 
US Freedom of Information Act was enacted in 1966 and came into effect 
on July 5, 1967, exemptions covering defense and national security were 
wider than they are today. So far as the United Kingdom was concerned, 
the matter was a complete non-issue. The United Kingdom's Freedom of 
Information Act was not enacted until 2000, and it was January 1, 2005, 
before the full provisions came into force. 

Back in the eighties the MoD was an inherently secretive organization. 
The default position was to say nothing, and only a very few parts of the 
organization interacted with the public or the media. Legislation such as 
the Public Records Act did make provision for the release of information 
to the United Kingdom's National Archives, but the rule of thumb was 
that the most recent document in a file would have to be thirty years old 
before a file could be released. Even then, there was ample provision, with 







126 / ENCOUNTER IN RENDLESHAM FOREST 


particularly sensitive issues, to extend this to fifty or one hundred years 
or indeed to ensure that files never saw the light of day at all. 

Aside from legislation, the lack of several things that we take for 
granted today made it easier to keep secrets in 1980 than is the case now. 
The Internet (at least as we know it) didn't exist, and neither did social¬ 
networking sites such as Facebook and Twitter or whistle-blower sites like 
WikiLeaks. Moreover, the cell phone was yet to be the ubiquitous item 
that it is today. People were far more insular, and when the Rendlesham 
Forest incident occurred the chain of command must have felt that the 
events were unlikely to become public knowledge. They were wrong. 

It's not possible to be certain exactly how soon knowledge of the 
Rendlesham Forest incident first leaked out, but the seeds seem to have 
been sown on New Year's Eve 1980, mere days after the event, by an in¬ 
discreet US airman who has been given the pseudonym "Steve Roberts" 
but whose identity is known to us. Roberts told a version of the story to a 
local musician called Chris Pennington. Pennington's partner, Brenda But¬ 
ler, had a long-standing interest in UFOs and the paranormal and was 
soon on the case. Nor was "Steve Roberts" the only person talking. Sev¬ 
eral US airmen were discussing the incident with friends in the local com¬ 
munity. Some of these people had been directly involved and others had 
not. Some accounts were relayed directly and others were overheard con¬ 
versations, where only a few words and phrases were caught. To further 
add to the confusion, a number of local civilians had seen UFOs, too, and 
these people were talking. Much of this interaction was taking place so¬ 
cially, in a handful of local bars frequented by both off-duty military 
personnel and local civilians. Inevitably, tongues were at their loosest 
when alcohol was involved, and the net result of all this was that a decid¬ 
edly garbled version—or, rather, versions—of the story began to leak out 
here and there, with a number of different people having different pieces 
of the puzzle. Just about the only things that were clear was that some¬ 
thing highly unusual had occurred, that a UFO sighting was at the heart 
of it, and that numerous military personnel at the twin bases of Bentwa- 
ters and Woodbridge had been involved. 

There were several independent sources for all this information. One of 
the most prolific was Larry Warren, a young airman based at Bentwaters/ 
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Woodbridge, who was one of the first whistle-blowers on this case and 
was—in the early years—given the pseudonym of Art Wallace. 

Larry Warren is one of the most controversial figures associated with 
the entire incident. Warren had only recently completed his training and 
arrived at the base only very shortly before the incident took place. He 
claims that on the same night as Halt's encounter he was ordered off his 
regular guarding duties and assigned to a makeshift group tasked with 
fueling the light-alls and taking them out into the forest. Warren then re¬ 
calls that they dismounted from the vehicle, made their way through the 
forest, and emerged into the farmer's field. There he says that there was an 
illuminated patch of mist or fog that seemed to pulsate, as if there was 
an indistinct object of some sort present. Warren states that there were 
perhaps as many as forty men in the field, some American and some Brit¬ 
ish. At this point he says that he heard a voice over the radio say, "Here it 
comes—here it comes," at which point a small red ball of light came in at 
high speed from the direction of the coast and hovered above the illumi¬ 
nated area of the field. The red ball of light then silently exploded with a 
flash that was so bright, it hurt his eyes. When he looked again, the ball of 
light and the illuminated area had disappeared and in its place was a 
structured craft, perhaps thirty feet across and twenty feet high. The ob¬ 
ject was roughly pyramid shaped, pearl white in color with some blue 
lights on the underside. It was translucent and Warren says that he saw 
indistinct figures inside, which appeared to be floating. Various personnel 
were taking photographs and filming the event, which appeared to have 
been expected. There were various other lights in the sky and beams be¬ 
ing fired down at the ground. 

Warren goes on to claim that at this point a senior officer, possibly Halt 
but more likely Williams, stepped forward and began to speak to the fig¬ 
ures, perhaps normally or possibly telepathically—he wasn't close enough 
to be sure. Details of the alleged communication are sketchy, but over the 
years one claim that's surfaced is that the phrases "electronics division" 
and "a part from another world" were used, prompting UFO believers to 
come up with theories revolving around a damaged alien spacecraft being 
repaired by the USAF, presumably as part of some alien liaison program 
(which is actually quite a common belief in the UFO community). 
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Warren claims that some men had fled in panic by then and that 
others—himself included—were then ordered to leave the scene. He says 
that later on he was subjected to a post-incident debriefing during which 
witnesses were checked with a Geiger counter, shown films of UFOs, and 
told that there was an alien presence on Earth, of which the government 
was well aware. The assembled airmen were given watered-down state¬ 
ments of the event to sign and the two briefers implied there would be 
adverse consequences if any of the witnesses discussed what they'd seen. 
Warren apparently asked what would happen. "Bullets are cheap," one 
man replied. "Yeah, they're a dime a dozen," his colleague chipped in. 

In later years, Warren was to claim that he had been snatched by sin¬ 
ister "Men in Black" type individuals, taken to a massive underground 
facility below the Bentwaters facility, and interrogated. 

What are we to make of all this? In some respects, Warren's story con¬ 
tains elements that we have encountered in the accounts of other wit¬ 
nesses. But many parts of the story, including the UFO in the field, 
communication with aliens, and the underground facility, are unique to 
Warren's account. In evidential terms, Warren's story is problematic for 
several reasons. Most important, none of the other key witnesses recall 
seeing him at any stage during the various encounters. Conversely, just 
about all the other witnesses are able to point to one, two, or more people 
who were with them at the time, so that there's corroboration: Burroughs 
encountered the UFO with Penniston; Halt encountered the UFO with En- 
glund, et cetera. Another problem is that there's no witness statement 
from Warren and neither do any of the other witness statements mention 
him. In addition, Warren's story has changed many times over the years. 
These points alone would not be showstoppers (we've seen that several 
key players wrote no witness statements, and there have certainly been 
some discrepancies in other witnesses' accounts) and one would expect 
recollections and opinions to change and evolve over thirty years, but 
Warren's story has changed more than most. The key problem, though, is 
the first one. Warren's story is essentially a "stand-alone," whereas the ac¬ 
counts of everyone else mesh together to create a bigger picture. 

At first, Halt and others suggested that Warren had not even been 
posted to Bentwaters/Woodbridge at the time of the incident, but this was 
not correct and documentary evidence shows that Warren had arrived on 
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or around December 11, 1980. However, even by Warren's own admission, 
parts of his story were apparently not his but the experiences of another 
witness—Sergeant Adrian Bustinza—who did not wish to go public at 
the time but who enlisted Warren's help to get his story out. 

It's perfectly possible that Warren is entirely sincere in his recollec¬ 
tions. He has, by his own admission, undergone regression hypnosis in an 
attempt to probe his memories. But there's strong evidence to suggest that 
far from helping to recover lost memories, this technique can implant false 
ones. And bear in mind Halt's statement that "drugs such as sodium pen- 
tothal, often called a 'truth serum' when used with some form of brain¬ 
washing or hypnosis, were administered during these interrogations, and 
the whole thing has had damaging, and lasting, effects on the men in¬ 
volved." Now, Halt was discussing "five young airmen" whom he doesn't 
name but who are clearly the five whose statements are reproduced in 
chapter 7, i.e., Buran, Penniston, Burroughs, Chandler, and Cabansag. How¬ 
ever, if some witnesses were interrogated in this way, can we really say 
that Warren's story is that outrageous? It would be easy to fall back on 
the "you can't prove a negative" defense, though Sagan's "extraordinary 
claims require extraordinary evidence" view is arguably applicable here. 
Alternatively, we can fall back on the assessment used by intelligence ana¬ 
lysts the world over, when confronted with an intriguing but uncorrobo¬ 
rated piece of intelligence: "interesting, if true." 

Whatever the scope of Warren's involvement, most of the witnesses 
acknowledge that he was one of the initial whistle-blowers—maybe even 
the first one—and that he was therefore responsible for getting the story 
out before the other witnesses could do so, due to their active-duty status 
in the USAF. Most of the other key witnesses could only discuss the 
events openly after their retirement in the early 1990s, whereas by 1983 
Warren had left the USAF. 

We previously mentioned another whistle-blower, Steve Roberts (an¬ 
other pseudonym), who was actually the first to go public in and around 
the pubs in the area. According to Penniston, Burroughs, and other key 
witnesses, Steve Roberts was actually a sergeant named J. D. Engels, who 
worked in the 81st Security Police Squadron, Reports and Analysis Sec¬ 
tion, within the Security Police Administration branch. The section that 
he worked in had access to all Law Enforcement and Security Police 
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blotters, statements, and incident and complaint reports. He also knew 
Penniston (who assumed duties as NCOIC, 81st Security Police Plans and 
Programs, in February 1981) quite well, as his office was only a hundred 
feet from the Reports and Analysis office. Penniston recalls that Engels 
was always trying to pump him for information and openly admitted he 
had read the blotters and incident reports right after they were pulled 
from the Central Security Control and the LE desk. 

An additional whistle-blower was David Potts (yet another pseud¬ 
onym). David Potts was a UK radar operator based at RAF Watton, who 
spoke to several UFO researchers and stated that an "uncorrelated target" 

'X 

had been tracked over Bentwaters/Woodbridge at some time in the last 
week of December 1980. He went on to say that shortly afterwards a 
group of US military officials visited the radar base, confirmed some basic 
details of the UFO encounter, and asked to see the radar reports. There is 
a strong suggestion that some radar tapes and/or documentation was then 
removed, and readers will recall from chapter 8 that the MoD and RAF 
documents state that the cameras and films were faulty on the night(s) in 
question and that no data exists. 

Into all of this confusion stepped a small but dedicated group of indi¬ 
viduals who would describe themselves either as ufologists or as paranor¬ 
mal investigators. Such people are often regarded as eccentrics, and while 
the UFO community certainly has more than its fair share of crackpots, 
charlatans, and cultists, there are some highly intelligent, diligent, and 
levelheaded characters involved, too. A number of such people—Paul Begg, 
Bob Easton, Harry Harris, Ian Mrzyglod, Norman Oliver, Jenny Randles, 
Mike Sacks, Peter Warrington, and others—played a part in all this, but it 
was Brenda Butler and her research partner Dot Street who were to do 
most of the legwork in trying to piece together what happened. Many of 
these people were either members of or closely involved with, the British 
UFO Research Association (BUFORA). Formed in 1962, BUFORA describes 
itself as one of the oldest and most consistently active UFO research and 
investigation groups in the world. In October 1981 BUFORA discussed the 
case at one of their regular meetings. As it transpired, the most important 
thing about the meeting wasn't the discussion itself but the fact that Dot 
Street met Jenny Randles, who had recently been appointed as BUFORA's 
Director of Investigations. From this point onwards, Jenny Randles would 
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work more closely with Brenda Butler and Dot Street on piecing together 
what had happened. 

For all of this, there were few tangible results. Jenny Randles pulled 
together the various disparate pieces of information and wrote up an ac¬ 
count of the case that was circulated to the forty or so readers of a UFO 
newsletter. This article was subsequently published in the magazine Fly¬ 
ing Saucer Review , in 1982, where it reached a slightly larger audience. 
Another article (summarizing the collaborative researches of a paranormal 
research group called Probe and a group called the Swindon Center for 
UFO Research and Investigation) appeared in a small publication called 
PROBE Report. But this was small-scale stuff—these sorts of newsletters 
and magazines only reached a very specialist audience and weren't avail¬ 
able on newsstands. A more significant piece of publicity came in March 
1983 when Omni (a now-defunct magazine that carried features and news 
items on science, science fiction, and the paranormal) printed an account 
of the story. But all of these stories were a mixture of fact and fiction, and 
while the Omni story contained a quote about the incident from the Base 
Commander, Colonel Ted Conrad, there were no documents that would 
support the story. Everything rested on anonymous (or pseudonymous) 
hearsay. 

The persistence of Brenda Butler and Dot Street was beginning to 
cause some concern in the MoD. On October 25, 1982, Squadron Leader 
Donald Moreland (who had spoken to Charles Halt in the immediate after- 
math of the 1980 sightings and who advised Halt to write up a report for 
the MoD) wrote to the MoD's UFO project as follows: 

1. Under cover of reference A I forwarded you a copy of the Deputy 
Base Commander's report concerning some unexplained lights and 
sighting on 27/29 December 1980. Some time after the incident I was 
approached by two women who claimed to be UFO investigators , but 
I refused to confirm or deny their claims. A week ago I was telephoned 
from New York by a Mr Eric Mishara from Omni Magazine. He 
claimed he was serious UFO investigator and wanted to write an ob¬ 
jective article about the incident. I told him that whoever wrote the 
article he described to me must have had a vivid imagination. 

2. I have now managed to obtain a copy of the article and enclose a 
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copy for your information. The magazine is called "The Unexplained" 
published weekly by: 

OR BIS Publishing Ltd 
Orbis House 
20/22 Bedfordbury 
London WC2N 4BT 

The article was in Volume 9 Issue No 106. 

3. I now anticipate a flood of enquiries and would be grateful for 
some guidance on MOD policy concerning UFO's. 

The article in The Unexplained had been written by Jenny Randles. 

Peter Watkins at the MoD responded to Moreland on November 9, 
1982. Watkins started out by providing some general 'Tines to take" on 
the MoD's UFO policy, as Moreland had requested. He went on to provide 
a specific line to take on Rendlesham, stating that they were aware of a 
report but that it had not been judged to be of "defence interest." But 
what clearly alarmed Peter Watkins most was the fact that the article in 
The Unexplained had mentioned the possibility that the events had been a 
cover story for the crash of an aircraft carrying nuclear material. Watkins 
referred Moreland to previous denials that had been given in the UK Par¬ 
liament, both in relation to the general issue of nuclear weapons accidents 
on UK soil and in relation to the specific case of the 1956 accident at Lak- 
enheath, mentioned in chapter 9. 

Jenny Randles, too, was pressuring the MoD. In one letter, dated Feb¬ 
ruary 28, 1983, she set out her own imaginative view of the Rendlesham 
Forest incident: "I would add that the story behind these events indicates 
that there was contact between military sources and another intelligence 
(which is not alien spaceships in the nuts and bolts sense) but which is an 
indigenous intelligence to planet earth which in fact is way beyond us in 
terms of most capacities and therefore represent the real rulers of our world." 
But she had also asked for a copy of any report on the incident held on file, 
and while the United Kingdom did not yet have a Freedom of Information 
Act and government files on any subject were normally closed for thirty 
years, MoD officials correctly surmised that pressure was growing. Pam 
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Titchmarsh from DS8 (the section in which the UFO project was embedded 
at the time) wrote to the Senior RAF Liaison Officer (SRAFLO) at HQ Third 
Air Force, RAF Mildenhall. In her letter, dated May 13, 1983, she wrote: 

You will see that she [Jenny Randles] has now written again seeking 
further information about the incident and in particular has requested 
a copy of the report held on our files. The only report we have is that 
prepared by Lt Col Halt the Deputy Base Commander at RAF Wood- 
bridge and I am therefore writing to ask you to seek the views of 
USAF to the disclosure of that report or a sanitized version of it. If the 
USAF would only be prepared to allow release of a sanitized version it 
would be helpful to know which parts they would wish me to delete. In 
addition, I would be grateful to know whether the USAF would be 
willing for me to say that they did investigate the incident. 

It's easy to see how conspiracy theorists would interpret talk of sanitized 
versions of reports and deletion of text, especially given what happened in 
the case of the five USAF witness statements from Buran, Chandler, Pennis- 
ton, Burroughs, and Cabansag. 

Pam Titchmarsh and the SRAFLO discussed this on the telephone on 
May 17, but the precise details of this conversation are unknown. No note 
of this conversation was kept, though it is referred to in a May 18 letter 
from the SRAFLO, Wing Commander J. R. Davies, to Pam Titchmarsh: 

1. Thank you for your letter at Reference A and enclosures. I said in 
the telephone conversation at Reference B that it will be some little 
time before we can get a decision on the release of the report by Lt Col 
Halt. In fact, the decision to allow the release may have to come from 
Secretary of State for Defense's office, particularly if any security or 
intelligence implications are read into the reported sighting. 

2. I will let you know of developments as they occur. 

We cannot overstate the importance of this brief statement. It's a tell¬ 
ing indication of what was going on behind the scenes, that exchanges of 
letters between middle-ranking civil servants and military officers sud¬ 
denly warranted an escalation to the Secretary of State for Defence! 
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In fact, developments were occurring rapidly and the storm was about 
to break. 

For all the efforts of British ufologists, the key breakthrough came as a 
result of American researchers. Several of the people who played a key 
part in bringing the Rendlesham Forest incident out of the shadows were 
US researchers Ray Boeche, Scott Colborn, Lucius Farish, Larry Fawcett, 
Barry Greenwood, and Robert Todd. Fawcett, Greenwood, and Todd were 
all members of an organization called Citizens Against UFO Secrecy 
(CAUS). US researchers had an advantage over their UK opposite numbers 
when it came to their research and investigations—and, specifically, their 
interaction with the government and the military. It was the Freedom of 
Information Act. 

On the basis of the bits and pieces of information that were already in 
the public domain, CAUS had made a number of carefully worded Free¬ 
dom of Information Act requests relating to the case. Unlike asking open 
questions (which they'd also tried but which—as with the UK research¬ 
ers' experience—tended to meet with blanket denials), such requests also 
covered documents. There was not much of a paper trail, but what did 
exist, of course, was Charles Halt's one-page report to the MoD. 

Halt, as we saw in chapter 8, had been ordered to liaise with RAF Com¬ 
mander Donald Moreland and send a report of the events to the UK MoD. 
Though worried that such a report would effectively end his career. Halt 
was beginning to think that he had heard the last of the matter. The prob¬ 
ing of people such as Butler, Randles, and Street had been a nuisance, but 
Halt had dealt with this in a polite but effective manner, giving them little 
to go on. The CAUS FOI requests were to change all this. 

The initial CAUS FOI requests failed. A response sent to them on April 
23, 1983, by Colonel Henry J. Cochran at Bentwaters read as follows: "Refer¬ 
ence your letter dated April 14, 1983, requesting information about un¬ 
known aircraft activity near RAF Bentwaters. There was allegedly some 
strange activity near RAF Bentwaters at the approximate time in question 
but not on land under U.S. Air Force jurisdiction and, therefore, no official 
investigation was conducted by the 81 st Tactical Fighter Wing. Thus, the 
records you request do not exist." This response was inaccurate, in that an 
official investigation had taken place (two, if one counts the USAF and 
MoD investigations as separate) and records did exist. 
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CAUS tried again on May 7 but this time sent their request to the Head¬ 
quarters of the 513th Combat Support Group—a unit that provided docu¬ 
ment management support services to 3rd Air Force, RAF Mildenhall. 

Halt recalls receiving a call from Colonel Peter Bent at HQ 513th CSG, 
informing him that as a result of the FOI request they had located a copy 
: of his memo and were going to have to release it. Bent (who was a friend of 
1 Halt's) was forewarning Halt, out of both friendship and professional 
courtesy. 

Ironically, the US authorities had initially been unable to locate a copy 
1 of Halt's memo in their own files and it was Wing Commander Davies, the 
: SRAFLO at HQ 3rd Air Force, who provided the copy, following his earlier 
discussions with Pam Titchmarsh at the MoD. Halt recalls asking Bent to 
"burn it," saying that his life would never be the same again. Bent didn't 
burn it, but Halt's prediction turned out to be correct. 

On June 14, 1983, Bent responded to the FOI request in a letter to Rob¬ 
ert Todd of CAUS. The letter contained the following statement: "It might 
interest you to know that the U.S. Air Force had no longer retained a copy 
of the January 13, 1981, letter written by Lt. Col. Charles I. Halt. The Air 
Force file copy had been properly disposed of in accordance with Air Force 
Regulations. Fortunately—through diligent inquiry and the gracious con¬ 
sent of Her Majesty's government, the British Ministry of Defense, and the 
! Royal Air Force, the U.S. Air Force has provided a copy for you." 

The cat was out of the bag. There had certainly been a rather fortunate 
(or unfortunate, for some) and convoluted chain of circumstances: US ser¬ 
vice personnel had leaked information to British UFO researchers. This 
gave American UFO researchers enough of a lead to submit a sufficiently 
well-targeted FOI request. The US authorities couldn't locate a copy of 
Halt's memo but acquired one from the British. 

Now the UFO researchers had a copy of Halt's memo, it was much eas¬ 
ier to interest the mainstream media in the story, as it had suddenly been 
elevated from hearsay to an officially confirmed account. It was only a 
matter of time before the story broke. 

The CAUS team that had acquired the Halt memo thought it only fair 
that they pass a copy to their UK counterparts, on the basis that it was 
their initial legwork that led to the acquisition of sufficient information for 
CAUS to craft their FOI request. Despite the rivalries that exist within the 
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UFO community, there can be a certain camaraderie, too, and the CAUS 
team was determined to do the right thing. However, once the Halt memo 
had been acquired, there was no real sense of where next to take the inves¬ 
tigation. The CAUS team and the various UK researchers had no real strate¬ 
gic vision or plan, and inevitably this led to people going their own way. 

Burroughs and Penniston have mixed views about ufologists. While 
admiring the dedication and tenacity of some of the individual researchers 
who worked so hard to uncover documents on the incident, they are more 
critical of the UFO community as a whole. Penniston puts it this way, in 
describing their conclusion-led wishful thinking: 

I believe that in general, the UFO community as a whole wants an¬ 
swers. I also believe there are a significant portion of them who deal in 
wishful thinking. They are the ones who can take a picture of a cloud 
and call it an UFO, or the ones who see lights in the sky and the first 
words out of their mouths are that it is a UFO (ET/Alien), when in 
actuality an informed observer could easily identify it. Their UFO is 
an observation of one of the following type of possibilities: a manmade 
object, a star/planetary body ; or other natural occurring phenomena — 
all completely identifiable by a trained observer. But their need to not 
be alone [in the universe] seems to overwhelm their own judgment. 

At this point, several members of the UK team (or loose alliance, as it 
might be more accurate to say) sold the story to the press. This irrevocably 
split the US/UK "alliance" of UFO researchers and indeed caused contro¬ 
versy and bitterness among the UK researchers (and the wider UFO com¬ 
munity) that linger to this day. There are debates and disputes about 
whether one of the UK researchers contacted the media or the media had 
become aware of the story and reached out to the UFO community, dis¬ 
putes over how much was paid, disputes over which researchers received 
payment (and how the money was divided) and which didn't, and even a 
dispute over whether the Halt memo was sold or the story was sold and 
the Halt memo was freely given as part of this story. While the facts are 
known to us, they're not really relevant here. What really matters is who 
got the story. The paper concerned was the News of the World. 

The News of The World was a popular UK tabloid that came out on 
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Sundays. It was owned by media mogul Rupert Murdoch and famously 
closed in 2011, following a notorious phone-hacking scandal. In 1983 it 
was the United Kingdom's bestselling Sunday paper. It certainly had its 
critics—it was nicknamed News of the Screws and Screws of the World, 
due to the number of sex scandal stories it published. That said, it actually 
broke some major stories, exposed corruption, fronted several high-profile 
public-interest campaigns (e.g., a 2000 anti-pedophile campaign that led to 
the public gaining access to data on the sex offenders' register [Sarah's 
Law]), and won the British Press Awards' prestigious Newspaper of the 
Year award in 2005. 

The journalist who broke the story was veteran reporter Keith Beabey. 
Beabey had spoken to various members of the UK team but was desperate 
to speak to witnesses, not ufologists. Like the good journalist he is, he 
hounded Halt resolutely. 

The story was published on October 2, 1983. The News of the World 
editor decided to make the story the main story on the front page—one of 
perhaps only two or three occasions on which a UK national newspaper 
had made a UFO story their main, front-page headline. "UFO Lands in 
Suffolk," screamed the main headline. "And that's OFFICIAL" ran a smaller 
headline, underneath. At the top of the page were three newsy bullet 
points that read "Colonel's top secret report tells the facts," "Mystery craft 
in exploding wall of color," and "Animals flee from strange glowing ob¬ 
ject." The best way to characterize the story is to say that parts of it were 
true and parts were not. The parts based on the Halt memo were generally 
pretty factual, but by focusing on some of the more sensationalist claims 
the account veered from fact into fiction. 

The chain of command seemed totally unsighted. There's no evidence 
to suggest that senior USAF commanders knew the story was about to go 
public, let alone took any action to forewarn any of those involved what 
was about to happen. The witnesses themselves certainly had no advance 
warning of any of this and were far from pleased. Burroughs describes his 
feelings thus: "I was not happy that the story got out. It was something I 
did not understand and was not prepared to deal with." In the media, there 
are few prizes for second place. Competition over major stories can be bru¬ 
tal, and when one paper "scoops" everyone else by breaking a big story 
those who lost out on the story either quickly jump on the bandwagon or 
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trash the story. The paper that first gets the scoop can fight back, but if it's 
a Sunday paper this is much less likely, because the daily newspapers 
have six whole days in which to run stories, while a Sunday paper such as 
the News of the World comes out just once a week. So if the media trash a 
Sunday paper's story in the early part of the week following publication, 
they won't have a chance to respond for several days, by which time the 
whole story will be looking rather dated: "Today's newspaper is tomor¬ 
row's fish-and-chip paper," as the old UK saying goes. 

And that's precisely what happened. A couple of Sunday papers actu¬ 
ally got sufficient warning of the News of the World story to stop the 
presses and slip in their own account of events on the same day. But for 
the most part, it was the national daily papers that picked up the ball and 
ran with it. In their attempts to get a new angle on this, journalists con¬ 
tacted the Forestry Commission and sent reporters to the area to knock on 
doors and stop people in the streets. And that's how the media found 
Vince Thurkettle. AS we saw in chapter 9, local forester Vince Thurkettle 
was the original proponent of the theory that the UFO sighting resulted 
from misidentification of the Orfordness lighthouse. Although his current 
position is that the lighthouse might have played a part in events but 
couldn't possibly explain events that lasted several hours and spanned 
two nights, the lighthouse theory was seized upon by some of the media 
who had lost out to the News of the World on breaking the story. Much of 
the "anti-UFO, pro-lighthouse" media coverage that was published the 
week after the News of the World story may be attributable to "sour 
grapes" on the part of newspapers that were scooped, but could there 
have been something else at play? 

One clue is the fact that the MoD was so tight-lipped. While the De¬ 
fence Press Office received numerous queries following publication of the 
original story, they at first denied even having a copy of Plait's report 
when, in fact, it was the MoD that had provided the copy sent to the 
newspaper! While this may simply have been a case of the left hand not 
knowing what the right hand was doing (a more common problem in gov¬ 
ernment than the public might suppose), it had the effect of preventing 
any awkward questions being asked and drove the media to focus on the 
only other place they had to go: a local man whose speculation about the 
lighthouse became—in some people's minds—a certainty. Was the MoD's 
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evasiveness deliberate or an attempt to direct the media in a particular 
direction? 

It's worth looking in detail at the MoD response. On October 3, the 
Monday after the story broke, Pam Titchmarsh from the MoD's UFO proj¬ 
ect wrote an assessment of the News of the World story. The relevant parts 
read as follows: 

The News of the World story appears to be one fabrication after an¬ 
other. Lt. Col. Halt has not spoken to anyone from the News of the 
World . . . the alleged interview with Sqn. Ldr. Donald Moreland is 
also a fabrication. He stated that "to the best of my knowledge Lt. 

Col. Halt is a very genuine person" but gave no details of any conver¬ 
sation he had had with Halt nor did he say "whatever it was, it was 
able to perform feats in the air which no known aircraft is capable of 
doing. . . ." The unfortunate point about the article is that MoD re¬ 
fused to comment on the grounds that it was a matter for the USAF 
while USAF were saying it was a matter for MoD. 

It wasn't until October 6 that the MoD's UFO project sent the Defence 
Press Office any formal, written guidance. This consisted of a brief state¬ 
ment and some "defensive lines to take," i.e., responses to specific ques¬ 
tions, which could be used if those questions were ever asked but which 
were not to be volunteered. The statement read as follows: 


I can confirm that the Ministry of Defence did receive a report from 
base personnel of a UFO sighting near RAF Woodbridge on 27 De¬ 
cember 1980 (this was the report published by the News of the World 
on 2 October 1983). The report was dealt with in accordance with 
normal procedures, i.e., it was passed to staff concerned with air de¬ 
fence matters who examine such reports to satisfy themselves that 
there are no defence implications. In this instance MoD was satisfied 
that there was nothing of defence interest in the alleged sightings. 
There was no question of any contact with "alien beings." 


This is either extraordinarily inept or a clever sleight of hand. The 
very first statement is wrong and repeats the incorrect date given in Halt's 
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memo. The "staff concerned with air defence matters" is a reference to 
RAF radar experts who are routinely consulted on all UFO investigations, 
but the "no defence implications" assessment is weak to say the least. 
There's no mention at all of the DIS and their assessment that the radiation 
readings were "significantly higher than the average background." This is 
because the involvement of the DIS in UFO research and investigations 
had not yet been publicly acknowledged, but it also allowed the MoD to 
ignore addressing the radiation issue altogether. 

The defensive question and answer material was even more illumi¬ 
nating: 

Ql. Did the US authorities investigate the incident? 

Al. No. Once the report had been sent to the Ministry of Defence the 

US authorities carried out no further investigations. [Investigations of 

UFO reports in the United Kingdom are carried out by the Ministry of 

* 

Defence; the USAF has no responsibility in such matters.] 

The first statement ("No") is demonstrably false, as evidenced by the 
various post-incident debriefs and—even if the precise circumstances of 
these are unclear—the five witness statements given by Buran, Chandler, 
Penniston, Burroughs, and Cabansag. The second part is possibly true but 
disingenuous, as around three weeks had elapsed before the US authori¬ 
ties formally notified the MoD. 

Q2. Was Col Halt told to stay quiet? 

A2. No. Lt Col Halt has not been told to keep quiet about the incident 

nor has he been informed that his career could be in jeopardy. 

This seems to be true. While Halt was not eager to discuss any of this 
with the media or the public (and indeed went to some lengths to try to 
prevent the story getting out), there's no evidence that he was told to keep 
quiet. Similarly, while Halt believed that his career would be in jeopardy 
should the story be made public, there's no evidence to suggest he was 
ever told this. It was simply his personal view, which turned out not to be 
correct. 
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Q3. Was the object tracked on radar? 

A3. No. No unidentified object was seen on any radar recordings dur¬ 
ing the period in question. 

This was not correct. 

It's not clear if the various false, partially false, or misleading state¬ 
ments were made because the people compiling the material weren't fully 
briefed, whether it was the consequence of a deliberate strategy to put the 
media off the scent, or whether it was due to some combination of these 
two factors. 

In the final analysis, the long-running game of cat and mouse between 
the UFO community and the government had reached its climax. But who 
had won? The UFO community undoubtedly thought they had. After all, 
in the face of repeated denial and obfuscation ufologists had not only ob¬ 
tained the Halt memo but also gotten one of the United Kingdom's best¬ 
selling national newspapers to run the story on the front page. It seemed 
to many as if a famous victory had been achieved and that they had "got¬ 
ten one over" on the people who—as many more conspiratorially minded 
ufologists believed—knew all about UFOs and were actively covering it 
up. On the surface, it did indeed seem as if the UFO community had won 
this round. 

The reality is somewhat different. There's no doubt that the US and the 
UK governments tried to stop this story from coming out. It's self-evident 
that they made it extremely difficult for the UFO community. It's not clear 
if lies were deliberately told, because denials that the incident had taken 
place or that a paper trail existed may have been given in good faith, by 
people not briefed on these events. But at the very least, they had dis¬ 
sembled. However, once the Halt memo had been released to CAUS, the 
British and American authorities must have realized that it was only a 
matter of time before the story hit the mainstream press. After all, some 
aspects of the story had already been published in small, specialist UFO 
and paranormal magazines and newsletters. Accordingly, they must have 
been delighted that it was a tabloid that broke the story, as opposed to a 
broadsheet. They must also have been pleased that the story gave weight to 
some of the more sensational (and false) claims, at the expense of probing 
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parts of the story where the authorities were vulnerable—particularly in 
relation to the radiation levels recorded at the landing site. Finally, the au¬ 
thorities must have been exceptionally pleased that—perhaps as a result of 
the bitterness that comes from having lost out on a major story—the rest 
of the media gave such prominence to skeptical theories about the events. 

The MoD would have regarded this outcome as the best they could 
have expected, given the circumstances. The problem for the UFO com¬ 
munity was that they have a very limited understanding of the media and 
tend to regard any publicity as good publicity. But while they got the 
story out, it was "spun" in such a way as to be at best sensationalist and at 
worst ridiculous. And within twenty-four hours the secondary media 
coverage was such that the agenda had subtly shifted. There were cer¬ 
tainly some obvious and potentially awkward questions to ask: "How do 
the radiation levels recorded at the landing site compare to background 

level?," "What radar data exist for the nights in question?," and, "What 

* 

other official documents exist?" Worse still, the media might have discov¬ 
ered that Halt's memo gave the wrong dates, making the US military look 
either incompetent or disingenuous. Critically, the media might have high¬ 
lighted the fact that the senior US officer in Europe, General Gabriel, had 
removed evidence back to his HQ in Europe without even informing the 
UK authorities that this evidence even existed. Similarly, again highlight¬ 
ing something that could have driven a wedge between the United States 
and the United Kingdom, they might have discovered that the DIS had 
assessed the radiation levels as being "significantly higher than back¬ 
ground" but had failed to pass this all-important assessment back to the 
US authorities, in a situation where several personnel had spent consider¬ 
able time at the landing site. But none of this happened. The only ques¬ 
tions that lingered were "Did all these highly trained US military personnel 
manage to misidentify a lighthouse?" and the (unstated) follow-up: "Are 
these guys nuts?"—for the government, it was indeed victory from the 
jaws of defeat. The question that then arises is this: were the authorities 
simply lucky? Did a series of events unfold that resulted in this potential 
ticking time bomb becoming a damp squib? Or was it the result of a care¬ 
fully thought out media-handling plan? 






12. RENDLESHAM RUMORS 


In the last chapter we saw how the release of Charles Halt's memo and the 
subsequent publication of the story (or a version of it) ended nearly three 
years of secrecy and rumor. At first, it seemed as if the UFO community 
had won a famous victory. But perhaps by accident or perhaps by design, 
the truth was very different. The story that had actually been published 
was a mixture of fact and fiction. Some of the witnesses who had spoken 
out were the real deal, while others were wannabes. This latter category 
had undeniably been based at Bentwaters/Woodbridge but either had 
been very peripherally involved and had embellished their accounts or 
had not been involved at all but had picked up the story while on-base 
and attempted to write themselves into it. With some of these people the 
motivation might have been financial. Journalists do pay for stories and 
there's money to be made out of books, TV appearances, and lectures— 
though it takes a combination of luck and good business sense. With oth¬ 
ers, ego may have been the reason. But more sinister possibilities abound. 
Given the statements made about the use of threats, drugs, and hypnosis 
in some of the post-incident debriefings, could some of the accounts be a 
consequence of witnesses having been "messed with"—as some people in 
the UFO community put it? Or could one or more of the witnesses be a 
"plant"? In either of these two latter possibilities, the aim would be to 
muddy the waters, hoping that the bogus stories would detract attention 
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from the real ones or be seen as so fanciful that the entire story would be 
ridiculed and discredited. 

This was the downside of the publicity. If the situation before the 
News of the World broke the story was confusing, afterwards it was a 
nightmare. The UFO community had a number of aspirations, some more 
realistic than others. Some hoped that this would mark some sort of 'Tip¬ 
ping point," that the front-page story meant that "serious ufology" had 
attained a critical mass and that what in later years became known as 
"Disclosure" would come to pass. "Disclosure" is what one might call the 
ultimate fantasy, so far as ufologists are concerned: The President of the 
United States goes on television and announces an alien presence and 
apologizes for the government cover-up and Earth joins some sort of Star 
Trek —style galactic federation. Everyone lives happily ever after, espe¬ 
cially ufologists, whom people look at admiringly, as they realize the per¬ 
son they previously thought was nuts had been right all along. Fantasies 

# 

aside, the UFO community at least hoped that the publication of the story 
would lead to the UFO phenomenon being taken more seriously. This 
might have happened had the story that appeared concentrated on the ra¬ 
diation readings at the landing site, which was probably the strongest aspect 
of the story and was certainly the part of the story that was best evidenced 
by the paperwork available to the News of the World —essentially just the 
Halt memo at this stage, as the DIS assessment of the radiation levels had yet 
to emerge. But by leading with the story of contact with alien beings the 
paper had overplayed its hand. At the very least, ufologists hoped that the 
story would have the effect of encouraging other witnesses to come for¬ 
ward. This certainly happened, over the years, but once the story was in the 
public domain it also became a magnet for fantasists trying to write them¬ 
selves into the story, either as witnesses or as experts. Getting the story into 
the mainstream media was indeed a two-edged sword. 

With the preceding health warning in mind, in this chapter we're go¬ 
ing to look at some of the most interesting rumors that emerged over the 
years in relation to the Rendlesham Forest incident. These are not united 
by any particular theme, so this chapter is something of a miscellany. But 
some of these stories have become inextricably linked with the Rendle¬ 
sham story, so it's important to examine them carefully to see whether or 
not they're true. 
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JETS SCRAMBLED TO INTERCEPT RENDLESHAM UFO 

One of the most intriguing rumors in relation to the case was that jets 
were scrambled in an attempt to intercept the UFO seen at Rendlesham 
Forest. The story involves a former RAF radar operator called Malcolm 
(sometimes abbreviated to Mai) Scurrah. In 1980 he was stationed at RAF 
Neatishead when an uncorrelated target was detected at a height of around 
five thousand feet. The target was not carrying an IFF (Identification 
Friend or Foe) radio transponder and was performing extraordinary ma¬ 
neuvers at speeds that seemed to exceed the capability of any known air¬ 
craft. A Phantom fighter/interceptor aircraft was vectored to investigate 
and the pilot reported that he saw a bright light when he closed to a dis¬ 
tance of around half a mile. But the unidentified craft began to climb, and 
while the RAF Phantom pilot attempted to follow, the object's rate of 
climb was extraordinary and when it hit a height of over ninety thousand 
feet (significantly beyond the maximum ceiling of a Phantom) the pilot 
broke off his pursuit. At the time, the only aircraft capable of flying at such 
heights, so far as RAF personnel were aware, was the SR-71 Blackbird. 

The following day some senior RAF officers visited and debriefed those 
who had been involved in tracking the mystery craft. Radar tapes were 
confiscated in a way that normally only happens in the event of an air¬ 
craft accident or a near miss between two aircraft. 

While this incident occurred in 1980, it is not, in fact, linked with the 
Rendlesham Forest incident. Scurrah is not certain of the date but believes 
it was October or November. He emphatically does not believe it was as 
late as December and indeed was irritated when some researchers tried to 
shoehorn his sighting into the Rendlesham story. There are clearly simi¬ 
larities between Scurrah's story and the way in which it's alleged that ra¬ 
dar tapes were confiscated in the aftermath of the Rendlesham Forest 
incident, but that's where the similarity ends. There was no flying on ei¬ 
ther night of the Rendlesham Forest incident and none of the witnesses 
saw or heard any aircraft or subsequently heard about any attempt to in¬ 
tercept the UFO with military aircraft. While this incident is fascinating 
in its own right, there does not seem to be any direct connection with the 
Rendlesham Forest incident. 
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POST-INCIDENT POSTINGS 


It has sometimes been claimed that in the aftermath of the incident one 
method used by the chain of command to cover up the incident was to 
separate the witnesses. After all, there's strength in numbers and if those 
involved felt that they had a story to tell but were being let down by 
the chain of command they would perhaps be more likely to act if they 
were collocated. It's been claimed that after the incident those witnesses 
most closely involved with events were deliberately separated and posted 
to various different USAF establishments all around the world, making it 
much more difficult (in those pre-Internet and pre-Facebook days) for 
them to stay in touch. 

This is a tricky one, because USAF posting policy can be Byzantine, 
and without knowing the exact tour lengths of all the witnesses and doing 
a comparative analysis with base personnel who were not involved it's dif¬ 
ficult to be certain on this point. Needless to say, people are posted in and 
posted out of military establishments all the time, either on level transfer 
or on promotion. At the time of the Rendlesham Forest incident, some 
witnesses will have been at the beginning of their tour, some in the mid¬ 
dle, and some at the end. In the months afterwards, a steady stream of 
those at the end of their tours will have left, but whether the flow was 
faster than usual, with people being posted who would normally have 
been expected to remain for longer, we can't be sure. Some of the wit¬ 
nesses certainly have the perception of there being a post-incident exo¬ 
dus. Staff Sergeant John Coffey, the Senior Security Controller on the first 
night, working in Central Security Control, though skeptical about some 
elements of the Rendlesham Forest incident (and therefore somebody 
with no dog in the race), has this to say: "My Blotter was pulled and clas¬ 
sified SECRET by the Base Commander and almost all personnel that were 
involved in that incident and were PCSing that year had their PCS's 
moved up. I was supposed to PCS in June and it was pushed up to March, 
no reason given." "PCS" is the abbreviation for "Permanent Change of 
Station." 

Penniston certainly agrees there was something decidedly odd here: 
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As far as accelerated time lines with assignments , I do think that was 
unusually high over the next six to eight months. Key witnesses were 
all rotated , with the exception of Colonel Halt and I—we both left the 
summer of 1984. I find that stranger than who left the base, we two 
alone remained. Higher than the normal , not including discharges for 
reason of inadaptability to the USAF, or criminal activity. Then of 
course some were just due to rotate with another assignment. 

There is, therefore, some evidence to suggest that there were some unusual 
postings in the aftermath of the incident, though it's not possible to prove 
a causal link. 


POST-INCIDENT SUICIDES 

One of the most disturbing rumors in relation to the incident is that a 
young security policeman nicknamed Alabama (apparently on the basis 
that this was his home state) committed suicide after the events, because 
he was unable to handle what had happened. The story about the possible 
suicide was brought to the attention of Lord Hill-Norton, the former Chief 
of the Defence Staff who had taken an interest in the Rendlesham Forest 
incident and indeed in the UFO phenomenon more generally. He decided 
to probe further by asking a formal, written question in the House of 
Lords. A PQ can be asked in either the House of Lords or the House of 
Commons, depending upon whether the person asking the question is a 
Peer of the Realm or a Member of Parliament. In either event, PQs are 
taken extremely seriously and before word processors were widely avail¬ 
able PQs used to be hand-delivered within MoD Main Building in 
menacing-looking green folders with red tags and were stamped "Ministe¬ 
rial business—to be given priority at all times." It was a "drop everything 
else" scenario and everyone in the chain took this seriously, from the desk 
officer researching the answer, to the head of division who signed off the 
answer, to the MoD minister (either the Secretary of State for Defence or 
one of the undersecretaries of state) who would actually give the an¬ 
swer. If an answer turned out to be wrong, the Speaker could summon 
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the minister to Parliament, where a formal apology had to be delivered. 
Despite the cynicism of conspiracy theorists who believe governments 
routinely lie, if a minister was ever found to have deliberately misled Par¬ 
liament it would be a resignation issue. Here is the formal record of the 
question and the answer concerning the alleged Rendlesham-related sui¬ 
cide, printed in the Hansard dated October 28, 1997: 

Lord Hill-Norton asked Her Majesty's Government: 

What information they have on the suicide of the United States secu¬ 
rity policeman from the 81st Security Police Squadron who took his 
life at RAF Bentwaters in January 1981 , and whether they will detail 
the involvement of the British police , Coroner's Office, and any other 
authorities concerned. 

* 

Lord Gilbert MoD has no information concerning the alleged suicide. 
Investigations into such occurrences are carried out by the US Forces. 

While saying that the MoD has no information about the suicide is not 
a denial that it occurred, the response is fair up to a point. However, while 
Bentwaters and Woodbridge were indeed USAF bases, they were on Brit¬ 
ish soil and if there was a suicide at such a base the MoD certainly should 
have been aware and concerned about it. Again, we come back to complex 
questions of jurisdiction and primacy. As a further complication, police 
guidance on sudden deaths at military establishments in the United King¬ 
dom is more robust now than it was in 1980, largely as a result of the con¬ 
troversy over four apparent suicides involving young British Army 
recruits at Deepcut Barracks. The presumption now (but not in 1980) is 
that any sudden death, even if it appeared to be a clear-cut case of acci¬ 
dent or suicide, would be passed to the local police to investigate and not 
handled by the military police. 

In relation to Bentwaters and Woodbridge, some officers have personal 
recollections of the occasional suicide at the establishment (the guessti¬ 
mate of one every other year has been given), but it's a sad fact of military 
life that suicides in the Armed Forces do occur, not least because of the 
comparatively easy access to firearms. It might be expected that the prob- 
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lem would be most acute with young people posted away from the United 
States for the first time. Penniston sums it up this way: "There are, I sup¬ 
pose, any number of things that can happen with ten thousand people 
assigned to and living at the twin bases at the time. A number of crimes 
and things can happen at the bases, as they can happen to the general 
public. With that said, I have no recollections of any suicides at that base 
while assigned there from 1980 to 1984." 

Burroughs is even more blunt: "No suicides that I'm aware of." 

, Notwithstanding, we have no evidence that would substantiate the 
claim of any suicides being directly attributable to the Rendlesham Forest 
incident, and neither do we have any evidence that the suicide rate at 
Bentwaters/Woodbridge (or among personnel posted at Bentwaters/Wood- 
bridge at the time of the incident and subsequently posted elsewhere) was 
higher than might be expected when looking at suicides in the USAF as a 
whole. 


COBRA MIST 

In chapter 6 we mentioned that the military facility at Bawdsey later became 
home to a secret USAF research project code-named Cobra Mist, designed 
to develop an overTthe-horizon radar system. Over the years, some people in 
the UFO community have tried to link Cobra Mist with Rendlesham, but 
it's not entirely clear that the perceived link has any substance, other than 
the fact that Bawdsey is geographically close to Bentwaters/Woodbridge. 
Exotic projects such as Cobra Mist certainly attract conspiracy theories all 
the time. The High-frequency Active Auroral Research Program (HAARP) 
is one such example. The facility studies the ionosphere with a view to 
enhancing communications and has spawned conspiracy theories that 
mainly involve weather control but also include mind control. Montauk 
Air Force Station on Long Island is another facility at the center of numer¬ 
ous conspiracy theories. These include the claim that a US Navy ship, the 
USS Eldridge, was made invisible as part of the so-called Philadelphia 
Experiment. They also include the allegation that the facility was the loca¬ 
tion of a secret US time travel project. Collectively, these latter allegations 
are known as the Montauk Project. 
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Cobra Mist certainly fit the pattern: a vast, spooky-looking facility, 
built amid great secrecy at the height of the Cold War. Construction began 
in 1967 and the facility was completed in 1971. But the system was plagued 
by a strange noise (unidentified but possibly the result of Soviet jamming) 
that rendered the system useless. The USAF brought in scientists from the 
prestigious Stanford Research Institute to help locate the problem, but 
without success. The project was abandoned on June 30, 1973, without 
ever having been formally operational. Unless this closure was a ruse (and 
there's no evidence that this was the case), it's difficult to see that there 
could be any connection with the Rendlesham Forest incident—unless 
one subscribes to the view that, like the Montauk Project, Cobra Mist was 
a facility where time travel experiments were carried out. 


POSSIBLE INVOLVEMENT OF HMS NORFOLK 

# 

Another rumor is that between December 24 and December 30, 1980, the 
Royal Navy destroyer HMS Norfolk had been anchored off Orford Ness and 
that the crew had been ordered to stay belowdecks at all times, with all the 
ship's systems powered down. In related rumors, fishermen were allegedly 
told to stay away from the area between Bawdsey and Orford Ness between 
December 27 and December 30, while a Soviet Tu-142 maritime reconnais¬ 
sance aircraft had apparently been sighted flying just off the coast. 

The point about fishermen being warned away from the area might 
seem to corroborate the theory (mentioned briefly in chapter 9) that a nu¬ 
clear leak had occurred at the nearby Sizewell A or Sizewell B nuclear 
power station. However, despite what conspiracy theorists believe, the UK 
government and the nuclear power industry tend to play a relatively 
straight bat when it comes to responding to nuclear leaks. 

These claims were made by Brenda Butler, but we are not aware of any 
corroborative evidence. Indeed, in a letter dated September 3, 1987, the 
MoD's Naval Historical Branch responded to a query about the location of 
HMS Norfolk during the time period concerned as follows: "Between 6 
December 1980 and 14 January 1981 FIMS NORFOLK was at Portsmouth 
for an Assisted Maintenance period combined with leave." 
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WEATHER WEAPONS 

In chapter 9 we mentioned that Rendlesham Forest had been hard hit by 
the Great Storm of 1987, making it difficult for anyone to compare the for¬ 
est now with what it looked like in 1980. Larry Warren has claimed that 
when stationed at Bentwaters/Woodbridge he saw what has been dubbed 
a cloudbuster—a device aimed at creating rainfall. This device was based 
on the controversial theories of the psychoanalyst Wilhelm Reich. 

It's a matter of historical record that the US and the UK governments 
have conducted experiments and operational missions in weather modifi¬ 
cation. The most famous US example is probably Project Popeye, in the 
Vietnam War. This involved seeding clouds with silver iodide, with the aim 
of making it rain on the Ho Chi Minh Trail, thus bogging down the main 
Vietcong resupply route. In the United Kingdom, RAF cloud-seeding ex¬ 
periments have been linked (though there is no definitive proof of this) to 
the Lynmouth Flood of August 15/16, 1952, in which thirty-five people 
died. There have also been rumors that weather modification experiments 
were carried out at Orfordness in the fifties. But while this technology and 
related programs undeniably exist, Wilhelm Reich was a maverick and his 
theories have been widely discredited. So even if weather modification 
technology was based at Bentwaters/Woodbridge, it seems difficult to be¬ 
lieve that cloudbusters would be involved when even the dated Operation 
Popeye technology would have been far more effective. 

This is all rather tenuous: a mixture of historical rumor and fact about 
weather modification experiments, most of which predates the Rendle¬ 
sham Forest incident; a claim by Larry Warren; and the fact that (years 
after the Rendlesham Forest incident) Rendlesham Forest was hard hit by 
a freak storm. 


UNUSUAL TREE FELLING 

There is a rumor that a large number of trees were felled after the inci¬ 
dent, perhaps because they had been irradiated. Undeniably, many trees 
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were felled by the Great Storm of 1987 and a number of damaged ones 
were cut down immediately thereafter. Aside from this, the Forestry Com¬ 
mission felled trees from time to time as part of normal forestry proce¬ 
dures (e.g., if a tree became diseased or was damaged in a storm) and the 
USAF had an interest in ensuring that trees were felled around the twin 
bases, so they couldn't be approached covertly. Lord Hill-Norton asked a 
PQ about this and the exchange is recorded in the Hansard dated April 30, 
2001 : 

Lord Hill-Norton asked Her Majesty's Government: 

Whether they requested or instructed the Forestry Commission to fell 
any trees in Rendlesham Forest or Tangham Woods in the aftermath 
of the Rendlesham Forest incident; and, if so, on what grounds. 

* _ 

Baroness Hayman The Forestry Commission was not instructed to 
fell any trees after the alleged incident in Rendlesham Forest in De¬ 
cember 1980. Most of the trees in the area had been selected and 
marked for felling well before the alleged incident and were felled sev¬ 
eral months after it. 

This answer seems to confirm that there was a noticeable tree felling in the 
aftermath of the incident, but that it was routine and pre-planned and did 
not take place until some months after the incident. 


WERE LOCAL PRISONS ON EVACUATION ALERT? 


One of the most bizarre stories in relation to the Rendlesham Forest inci¬ 
dent comes from retired prison officer George Wild. Wild was a senior 
prison officer at HM Prison Leeds (also known as Armley Gaol) and some 
time before his retirement attended a seminar with other prison officers at 
which the evacuation story was relayed in the margins of the formal busi¬ 
ness. An officer based at Highpoint Prison in Suffolk told Wild that on 
December 27, 1980, the staff at the prison were put on alert and told to 
prepare for a possible evacuation. No further details were given, aside 
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from a vague statement that the reason for this was "national security." In 
the event, no evacuation took place. 

Wild later confirmed that not only Highpoint Prison but also Hollesley 
Bay Youth Correction Centre had received a warning that an evacuation 
might be necessary. Nor was Wild the only source of this story. Brenda 
Butler had heard from a local police officer about the potential evacuation 
of the Hollesley Bay facility and had also received a letter from a prisoner 
at a third local institution, Blundeston Prison. This letter referred to a 
UFO sighting on December 27 (which would tie in with the second night's 
sighting involving Halt and his men) and also mentioned the fact that the 
prison was on standby alert, though the details were not given and it 
wasn't clear whether or not an evacuation had been ordered. Despite a 
promise to contact Butler again on his release, nothing further was heard 
from the individual concerned, and one might reasonably suppose that a 
prisoner was less likely to know whether or not an evacuation had been 
ordered than would a prison officer or a local police officer. 

Lord Hill-Norton decided to probe this issue by asking a series of writ¬ 
ten questions in Parliament. The initial question and answer, on October 
23, 1997, read as follows: 

Lord Hill-Norton asked Her Majesty's Government: 

Whether staff at Highpoint Prison in Suffolk received instructions to 
prepare for a possible evacuation of the prison at some time between 25 
and 30 December 1980, and if so, why these instructions were issued. 

Lord Williams of Mostyn I regret to advise the noble Lord that I 
am unable to answer his Question, as records for Highpoint Prison 
relating to the period concerned are no longer available. The gover¬ 
nor's journal is the record in which a written note is made of signifi¬ 
cant events concerning the establishment on a daily basis. It has not 
proved possible to locate that journal. 

Lord Hill-Norton returned to this subject on January 23, 2001, probing 
the situation with regard to the two other local prisons that had been 
mentioned: 
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Lord Hill-Norton asked Her Majesty's Government: 

Whether staff at Blundeston Prison or Hollesley Bay Youth Correction 
Centre received any instructions to prepare for a possible evacuation 
at some time between 25 and 30 December 1980; and if so, why these 
instructions were issued. 

The Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State, Home Office 
(Lord Bassam of Brighton) We can find no record of any such in¬ 
structions. 

There was another question on April 26, 2001, in which Lord Hill-Norton 
probed the issue of the governor's journals for the locations concerned: 

Lord Hill-Norton asked Her Majesty's Government: 

♦ 

Further to the Written Answer by Lord Bassam of Brighton on 23 
January (WA 8), whether their search for evidence of any instructions 
concerning the possible evacuation of Blundeston Prison and Hollesley 
Bay Young Offender Institution included an examination of the gover¬ 
nor's journals for these two establishments; and whether these jour¬ 
nals have been retained. 

The Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State, Home Office 
(Lord Bassam of Brighton) Governors' journals are the most likely 
source of this information so long after the event. The governor's jour¬ 
nal at Blundeston remains in existence and was examined. The rele¬ 
vant governor's journal for Hollesley Bay could not now be found, and 
in the absence of any other written record, long-serving staff, includ¬ 
ing the governor's secretary, were consulted. They did not recall any 
instruction to prepare for an evacuation although they well remem¬ 
bered the local events of the time which prompted speculation about 
such an instruction. 


There were two final questions on October 4, 2001: 


RENDLESHAM RUMORS /' 155 


r 

H 

Lord Hill-Norton asked Her Majesty's Government: 

Further to the Written Answer by Lord Bassam of Brighton on 26 
April (WA 240), whether the examination of the governor's journal at 
Blundeston prison revealed any details of an alert during 25 to 30 De¬ 
cember 1980; and whether in this period there was any mention of 
RAF Bentwaters, RAF Woodbridge or Rendlesham Forest. 

, Lord Rooker The governor's journal revealed no such details and 
there was no mention of RAF Bentwaters, RAF Woodbridge or 
Rendlesham Forest. 

Lord Hill-Norton asked Her Majesty's Government: 

What is their response to the absence of the governor's journals cover¬ 
ing the period 25 to 30 December 1980 in respect of Hollesley and 
Highpoint prisons; and whether, in the absence of these records, they 
will consult the then governors about any alert or warning to evacuate 
during that period. 

Lord Rooker The governor's journal is a record of day-to-day events, 
and the absence of journals so long after the event is not a cause for 
concern. The governors of Hollesley Bay and Highpoint prisons in De¬ 
cember 1980 are no longer in the service and I am not persuaded that 
the effort required to trace them is justified. 

The fact that governors' logs that might just have given a clue as to 
what happened had gone missing was suspicious to Lord Hill-Norton and 
reminiscent of another UFO incident in which Lord Hill-Norton had taken 
an interest. It is alleged that on an unknown date in 1999 several hundred 
personnel on British and Norwegian warships taking part in a NATO ex¬ 
ercise sighted a UFO. It's further claimed that one of the ships tracked the 
UFO on radar. Lord Hill-Norton wrote to one of the ministers at the MoD 
on September 24, 2002, asking that the ship's log be searched for reference 
to the UFO encounter. 


156 / ENCOUNTER IN RENDLESHAM FOREST 


The reply that Lord Hill-Norton received was dated October 21 and 
read as follows: 

You asked that HMS MANCHESTER'S log for the periods 26 Octo¬ 
ber to 6 November 1998 and 8 February to 3 March 1999 be scruti¬ 
nized for references to unidentified aerial craft sighted by the ship's 
company. No such references have been found in any of the log entries 
which are available. 

Unfortunately, I have to add the rider that HMS MANCHESTER'S 
log covering the period 1 Feb until sunrise on 13 February 1999 was 
lost in Bodo, Norway , during the deployment. The log was positioned 
as is the custom, at the head of the gangway when the vessel was 
alongside in port, and an unusually strong gust of wind carried it 
overboard. The circumstances are properly recorded and certified by 
HMS MANCHESTER'S Commanding Officer in the log opened on 13 
February following this loss. In light of the missing document , my of¬ 
ficials have contacted the Commanding Officer of the MANCHESTER 
at the time. He has stated that nothing which could be remotely con¬ 
strued as an unusual event or sighting involving unidentified aerial 
craft occurred during this or any other of MANCHESTER'S deploy¬ 
ments while he was in command. 

Lord Hill-Norton was astounded by this response, and his October 29, 
2002, reply, dripping with sarcasm, read as follows: 

Thank you for your letter of Trafalgar Day (did you know? Did any of 
your officials?). 

I am grateful for the trouble you , and they, have taken, we shall 
now return to our informant, a member of the ship's company at the 
relevant time, and press him further. I am also in touch with Norwe¬ 
gian Naval people about the incident. 

I have to tell you that in 49 years in the Royal Navy , which in¬ 
cluded more than 30 years at sea in more than 25 different ships , I 
have never heard of a rough deck log being blown over the side, more 
particularly in harbor (we do not say port in the Royal Navy—two 
new pieces of information in one letter). 
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Some less charitable persons than myself] might even consider it 
odd that this unique occurrence should have surrounded a perfectly 
legitimate enquiry about UFOs. Even my charitable mind finds that 
credulity is thereby strained pretty close to the limit. I hope your own 
has stood the remarkable strain so well. 

I will return to the charge after we have been in touch with our 
eye-witness. 

In the meantime your letter will be an unusual and perhaps useful 
addition to the dossier we are compiling. 

Setting aside Lord Hill-Norton's experience of the disappearing ship's 
log and governors' journals, what could the significance be of the possible 
evacuation of the local prisons, assuming that this story is correct? Two 
scenarios come to mind. The first possibility is that the authorities were 
aware of something that might pose a danger to people at the prison(s) and 
put them on standby in case this danger materialized. However, if this 
was the case, one would have expected other locations in the area (e.g., 
hospitals and private residences) to be included, too. The second and far 
more frightening possibility is that secure locations were required for 
people who might want to leave the area against the wishes of the authori¬ 
ties. Running through a scenario analysis, the sort of situation that springs 
to mind is where large numbers of people (the capacity of Highpoint 
Prison is around thirteen hundred) had been irradiated or exposed to a 
chemical or biological agent. 


BIOLOGICAL HAZARD 

When undertaking hypothetical discussions about the extraterrestrial hy¬ 
pothesis few issues are more chilling than the potential biohazard. The 
issue had first arisen in 1960 when the Space Science Board advised NASA 
that a quarantine procedure should be established to ensure that any space¬ 
craft and samples returned to Earth following space missions were free of 
any organisms that might threaten the Earth's biosphere. NASA uses the 
phrase "back contamination" to describe this, and the issue really came into 
focus in the run-up to the Apollo 11 moon mission. The Space Science Board 
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had summed up the issue in this way: "The introduction into the Earth's 
biosphere of destructive alien organisms could be a disaster . . . we can con¬ 
ceive of no more tragically ironic consequence of our search for extrater¬ 
restrial life." 

A more detailed Space Science Board statement on the issue read as 
follows: 

The existence of life on the moon or planets cannot . . . rationally be 
precluded. At the very least, present evidence is not inconsistent with 
its presence . . . Negative data will not prove that extraterrestrial life 
does not exist; they will merely mean that it has not been found. To 
contain any alien life forms, astronauts; spacecraft, and lunar materi¬ 
als coming back from the moon should be placed immediately in an 
isolation unit; the astronauts should be held in rigid quarantine for at 

least three weeks; and preliminary examination of the samples should 

* 

be conducted behind absolute biological barriers; under rigid bacterial 
and chemical isolation. 

In the event, the Lunar Receiving Laboratory was constructed in order 
to ensure that a secure quarantine facility existed for lunar samples and 
for the astronauts themselves. 

The issue remains a complicated one to this day, first because of the 
question of whether alien life exists in the first place (self-evidently, if you 
think it doesn't no risk arises) and second because even if it does, worry¬ 
ing about a threat from alien microbes makes one sound as if one has been 
watching too much science fiction. The scientific debate about whether ex¬ 
traterrestrial life could ever pose a threat to Earth's biosphere is beyond 
the scope of this book, but in the United States the issue is the responsibil¬ 
ity of NASA's Office of Planetary Protection. The United Nations has re¬ 
sponsibilities here, too, and the UN's Committee on Space Research (COSPAR) 
has a Panel on Planetary Protection, as well as a formal COSPAR Planetary 
Protection Policy. 

In the absence of any formal contingency plan to deal with a potential 
biohazard resulting from a UFO incident, the COSPAR and NASA Plane¬ 
tary Protection Policy would be little use, because it consists largely of 
preventive measures. Of more use would be existing plans for a chemical 
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or biological incident (e.g., a terrorist attack or an inadvertent leak) or the 
Home Office document "Satellite Accidents" (of which the MoD's UFO 
project was aware), which includes consideration of the measures to be 
taken to deal with the possible radiation hazard in the event of the crash 
of a nuclear-powered satellite. 

In the United Kingdom, the key establishment in the event of dealing 
with any biological hazard resulting from extraterrestrial organisms of 
any kind would doubtless be the Defence Science and Technology Labora¬ 
tory at Porton Down. Intriguingly, this establishment features in a sepa¬ 
rate rumor about the Rendlesham Forest incident. 

The evidence for this Porton Down connection is inconclusive. On the 
plus side, it comes from author and investigative journalist Georgina Bruni, 
who had strong links with the MoD. On the minus side, Bruni's sources 
for this story were apparently RAF Police officers whose names are not 
known—Bruni declined to share their identities, on the basis that one was 
still serving and was wary of repercussions. 

The story from the RAF Police involves the nearby base at RAF Watton, 
which was involved, as readers will recall, in the radar tracking of at least 
one of the UFO incidents. On 27/28 December (the same night as Halt's 
encounter) two RAF Police dog handlers were tasked to investigate strange 
lights just beyond the perimeter fence. At the same time, allegedly, an un¬ 
correlated target was being tracked on radar. The precise details of this 
radar report are not known, but RAF Watton is around forty miles from 
Bentwaters/Woodbridge, making a Rendlesham connection possible. The 
dog handlers were astounded to find several figures shining lights into the 
sky. The figures were wearing clothing that looked like an NBC (Nuclear, 
Biological, Chemical) suit. One of the witnesses stated that they were sub¬ 
sequently interviewed by a senior officer, who advised them to forget what 
they had seen, as it had just been poachers—an explanation that wasn't 
believed. The witness also stated that their police notebooks were confis¬ 
cated and that various logbooks in which the incident may have been re¬ 
corded subsequently went missing. Readers will doubtless have noticed the 
ever-increasing list of logbooks, ships' logs, governors' logs, and notebooks 
that go missing in the aftermath of UFO incidents! 

All this may tie in with Jim Penniston's recollection that a CIA "contain¬ 
ment study team" was sent out to examine the landing site in Rendlesham 
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Forest. Georgina Bruni had other sources who confirmed that a study 
team of some sort was sent out to check the site, but it's not entirely clear 
whether this was a US or a UK team. And in all of this, it's also not clear 
whether any such team was checking for a radiological hazard (as might 
be the logical first assumption, given that Halt's report to the MoD spe¬ 
cifically mentioned radiation readings taken at the landing site) or a bio¬ 
logical hazard. 

If personnel from Porton Down did visit the forest, their first priority 
would be to see if any biological agent was present. If anything unusual 
was detected, options would have included destroying it. It is more likely, 
given the potential implications in terms of biotechnology, including bio¬ 
weapon, research, that containment and removal would be the preferred 
option. Again, however, the same study team would doubtless be equipped 
with means of assessing not just a biohazard but a radiological hazard. 

Lord Hill-Norton probed this issue by asking another PQ. The ex- 

» 

change was printed in Hansard dated January 25, 2001: 

Lord Hill-Norton asked Her Majesty's Government: 

Whether personnel from Porton Down visited Rendlesham Forest or 
the area surrounding RAF Walton in December 1980 or January 
1981; and whether they are aware of any tests carried out in either of 
those two areas aimed at assessing any nuclear , biological or chemi¬ 
cal hazard. 

Baroness Symons of Vernham Dean The staff at the Defence 
Evaluation and Research Agency (DERA) Chemical and Biological 
Defence (CBD) laboratories at Porton Down have made a thorough 
search of their archives and have found no record of any such visits. 

I should declare an interest here. Aside from my own service with the 
MoD, my father served—at considerably higher level—in the MoD for 
many years, his numerous posts including Deputy Director (Weapons), 
Assistant Chief Scientific Adviser (Projects), Deputy Controller and Ad¬ 
viser (Research and Technology) and Deputy Chief Scientific Adviser. He 
was also awarded the US Secretary of Defense Medal for Outstanding Pub- 
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lie Service. At more than one stage in his career he had responsibility for 
the Porton Down facility and he never once even hinted that the estab¬ 
lishment had a role in the Rendlesham Forest incident. 


MEN IN BLACK (MIB) 

Following on from the preceding, there has been a suggestion that in the 
immediate aftermath of the Rendlesham Forest incident smartly suited 
men were searching the forest and/or quizzing local people about what 
they had seen. These rumors might be dismissed as fantasy or exaggera¬ 
tion, were it not for the fact that one of the witnesses is the man most as¬ 
sociated with the skeptical theory that the witnesses misidentified the 
Orfordness Lighthouse, local forester Vince Thurkettle. Discussing this 
with Georgina Bruni in around 1999, he described how he encountered 
two smartly dressed men very shortly after the UFO sightings, sometime 
between December 29 and New Year's Day. Thurkettle recalled that the 
smart clothing was decidedly inappropriate for the forest. The men did 
not identify themselves but asked whether Thurkettle had been out in the 
forest at any time over the previous four nights. The men were not in uni¬ 
form and Thurkettle did not say whether they had American or British 
accents. At first he wondered whether they were reporters, but no story 
appeared and we have already seen that the media were not aware of the 
UFO sightings until much later. It's just possible that these were reporters 
who never found a story solid enough to run, but it's equally possible that 
these men were from the USAF or from the RAF or the MoD—perhaps as¬ 
sociated in some way with Porton Down. 

Long before the famous movie franchise, MIB have been a familiar 
trope in ufology. In a variety of cases, these sinister, mysterious, smartly 
dressed figures have visited witnesses in the aftermath of UFO sightings, 
quizzing them about their encounters and ordering them not to discuss 
what they saw. The consensus among believers is that these individuals 
are from the government—the image is that of the G-man. But on the basis 
of some cases where truly bizarre behavior (such as apparent unfamiliar¬ 
ity with everyday objects, and odd speech) has been reported, others have 
speculated that these strange individuals are extraterrestrials, presumably 
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engaged in some strategy to cover their own tracks. Other more prosaic 
theories are that they are journalists after a story, people from local UFO 
groups, practical jokers, or "Walter Mitty" type fantasists. Some MIB re¬ 
ports, of course, will be hoaxes themselves. 

We have no reason to doubt the testimony of Vince Thurkettle, and 
indeed a number of other local people tell similar stories, though in these 
other instances the rumor is that this happened on New Year's Day itself, 
whereas Vince believes it was closer to December 29. 


In this chapter we addressed some miscellaneous rumors about the Rendle- 
sham Forest incident that did not fit into the story narrative and were best 
addressed as stand-alone issues. In looking in particular at rumors concern¬ 
ing a potential biological or radiological hazard posed by the events, we 
have raised a frightening possibility about the incident that has immense 
implications, in particular for the witnesses most closely involved, namely, 
John Burroughs and Jim Penniston. 


13. NO DEFENSE SIGNIFICANCE? 


The MoD's UFO project has featured quite a lot in this story already, and 
while we've pointed out some similarities between the UK work and ear¬ 
lier USAF programs such as Project Blue Book, it's appropriate to go into 
more detail about the history and day-to-day work of this project. In par¬ 
ticular, we want to show how the MoD consistently downplayed its inter¬ 
est and involvement with UFO research and investigation and go on to 
illustrate how this was done with specific relation to the Rendlesham For¬ 
est incident. First, we need to show how it all began. 

The UK government had been aware of two separate mysteries involv¬ 
ing strange objects in the sky that pre-dated 1947, when the US govern¬ 
ment first looked at the subject. The first were "Foo Fighters"—balls of 
light, or in some cases metallic craft, that appeared to follow RAF aircraft 
during bombing raids over Nazi territory during the Second World War. 
At first, it was thought that these were some sort of Axis secret weapon, 
but there was no apparent hostility. After the war, it transpired that some 
German and Japanese pilots had seen similar things and concluded that 
they were Allied weapons of some sort. The second were the so-called 
ghost rockets. These mystery objects were seen over parts of Scandinavia 
in 1946. Both the US and the UK governments took an interest in this, 
believing the objects concerned were prototype Soviet rockets of some 
sort, back-engineered from the Nazi V-l and V-2 rockets in the same way 
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as the US authorities were building on this technology as part of the re¬ 
search effort that would lead directly to the Apollo moon rockets. 

The key figure in the establishment of the MoD's UFO project was Sir 
Henry Tizard. Tizard is best known for his pioneering work on the devel¬ 
opment of radar technology prior to the Second World War, and his various 
wartime posts included Scientific Advisor to the Air Staff. He returned to 
the MoD in 1948 as Chief Scientific Advisor, a post that he held until 1952. 

Tizard had very close links with the US government. During the Sec¬ 
ond World War, he led what became known as the Tizard Mission: an 
exchange of information and technology between the United States and 
the United Kingdom. Tizard s main contact was the Chairman of the Na¬ 
tional Defense Research Committee, Vannevar Bush, and the main areas 
involved were radar, the jet engine, and nuclear research. 

In 1950, Tizard had become intrigued by the increasing media cover¬ 
age of UFO sightings in the United States, the United Kingdom, and other 
parts of the world. Using his authority as Chief Scientific Advisor at the 
MoD, he decided that the subject should not be dismissed without some 
proper, official investigation. Accordingly, he agreed that a small Director¬ 
ate of Scientific Intelligence/Joint Technical Intelligence Committee (DSI/ 
JTIC) working party should be set up to investigate the phenomenon. This 
was dubbed the Flying Saucer Working Party. The terms of reference of 
the Flying Saucer Working Party read as follows: 

1. To review the available evidence in reports of "Flying Saucers." 

2. To examine from now on the evidence on which reports of British 

origin of phenomena attributed to "Flying Saucers" are based. 

3. To report to DSI/JTIC as necessary. 

4. To keep in touch with American occurrences and evaluation of such. 

The five-man working party was chaired by Mr. G. L. Turney from 
one of the MoD's scientific intelligence branches. All the members were 
specialists in the field of scientific and technical intelligence. 

The working party's conclusions were set out in a document dated 
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June 1951 and bearing the designation DSI/JTIC Report No. 7. It was titled 
"Unidentified Flying Objects" and classified "Secret Discreet." The report 
comprised six pages (including the cover sheet) and concluded that all 
UFO sightings could be explained as misidentifications of ordinary objects 
or phenomena, optical illusions, psychological delusions, or hoaxes. The 
main body of the report ended with the following statement: "We accord¬ 
ingly recommend very strongly that no further investigation of reported 
mysterious aerial phenomena be undertaken, unless and until some mate¬ 
rial evidence becomes available." The report was duly considered by the 
DSI/JTIC, and Mr. Turney recommended that in view of its skeptical con¬ 
clusions it should be regarded as a final report. He further suggested that 
the working party be dissolved with immediate effect. This was agreed by 
the meeting, thus bringing to an end the MoD's first UFO research project. 

Just a few months later, in 1952, there was a massive wave of UFO 
sightings over the United Kingdom, where many of the witnesses were 
RAF personnel and where some of the visual sightings were corroborated 
by radar. Many of these sightings had occurred in the margins of Opera¬ 
tion Mainbrace, a NATO military exercise that was the largest exercise 
held since the Second World War. As a result of this, the skeptical conclu¬ 
sions of the Flying Saucer Working Party were overturned and in 1953 the 
MoD set up a process whereby UFO sightings reported to the department 
would be investigated. 

From the very outset, UK policy in relation to UFOs was influenced by 
the Americans. As mentioned earlier, the MoD's Flying Saucer Working 
Party had been given the remit of liaising with those US authorities un¬ 
dertaking research and investigation into the UFO phenomenon. Once the 
terms of reference included a requirement to get alongside the Americans 
on the UFO issue, active liaison began. A member of the Flying Saucer 
Working Party had traveled to America to meet with US authorities. 

One of the people consulted by the British was H. Marshall Chadwell, 
who sat in on at least one of the Flying Saucer Working Party's meetings. 
Chadwell was Assistant Director of the CIA's Office of Scientific Intelli¬ 
gence and in 1952 and 1953 was one of the key figures in one of the US 
government's best-known studies into UFOs, the scientific panel on UFOs— 
better known as the Robertson Panel, after its chairman, H. P. Robertson, 
an eminent physicist from the California Institute of Technology. 
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More proof of the US influence comes from the testimony of Edward 
Ruppelt, one of the former heads of the USAF's Project Blue Book. Writing 
in his 1956 book, The Report on Unidentified Flying Objects, he stated: 
"Two RAF intelligence officers who were in the US on a classified mission 
brought six single-spaced typed pages of questions they and their friends 
wanted answered." Ruppelt also gives a telling insight into the Operation 
Mainbrace sightings, mentioned earlier, that led to the United Kingdom 
setting up its own formally constituted UFO project: "It was these sight¬ 
ings, I was told by an RAF exchange intelligence officer in the Pentagon, 
that caused the RAF to officially recognize the UFO." Proof of the US in¬ 
fluence can be seen clearly in the Flying Saucer Working Party's final re¬ 
port, which began with a discussion of the US government's UFO project. 
There was also mention of some well-known American UFO sightings. 

When the United Kingdom started formally investigating UFO sight¬ 
ings in 1953, the US influence was overwhelming. Not only were the 
United Kingdom's investigative terms of reference and methodology a mir¬ 
ror image of those of Project Blue Book, but even the forms used to record 
the details of a sighting were virtually identical. So, too, was the way in 
which the British government downplayed the phenomenon (and the ex¬ 
tent of official interest) with the media and the public. 

The MoD's UFO project ran from 1953 to 2009. In that time, it was em¬ 
bedded within various different MoD divisions, some military, others ci¬ 
vilian. The list includes DDI(Tech), S4, S6, DS8, Sec(AS), and DAS. The 
fact that so many sections have been involved with this subject over the 
years has spawned conspiracy theories about there being a myriad of dif¬ 
ferent divisions involved in UFO investigations, whereas the reality of the 
situation is that the different acronyms and abbreviations often simply 
reflected MoD reorganizations. For this reason, the media and the public tend 
to use descriptive terms such as "MoD's UFO project" or "the UFO desk" to 
describe the work. All this could have been avoided had the MoD decided to 
give this work a formal name, but to be fair, even the United States went 
through three project names (Sign, Grudge, and Blue Book), showing that 
governments seldom make things simple for people to understand. 

I joined the MoD in 1985 and resigned in 2006, after a successful, inter¬ 
esting, and enjoyable twenty-one-year career that culminated in my serv¬ 
ing as an acting Deputy Director in the Directorate of Defence Security. 
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From 1991 to 1994 I ran the UFO project, which at the time was embedded 
in Sec(AS). A very brief public acknowledgment of this section (and my 
work in it) was given as a result of a PQ asked by Norman Baker, a Member 
of Parliament who champions open government. Baker's question was an¬ 
swered by the Under Secretary of State for Defence, Don Touhig, and is re¬ 
corded in the Hansard dated April 18, 2006. The exchange reads as follows: 

To ask the Secretary of State for Defence in what capacity Mr Nick 
Pope was employed by his Department between 1991 and 1994. 

From 1991 to 1994 Mr Pope worked as a civil servant within Sec¬ 
retariat (Air Staff). He undertook a wide range of secretariat tasks 
relating to central policy , political and parliamentary aspects of non- 
operational RAF activity. Part of his duties related to the investiga¬ 
tion of unidentified aerial phenomena reported to the Department to 
see if they had any defence significance. 

When I took over this position in 1991, we used to receive two to three 
hundred reports each year. The methodology of an investigation was 
fairly standard. First, you interviewed the witness to obtain as much in¬ 
formation as possible about the sighting: date, time, and location of the 
sighting, description of the object, its estimated speed, height, et cetera. 
Then you attempted to correlate the sighting with known aerial activity 
such as civil flights, military exercises, or weather balloon launches. We 
could check with the Royal Observatory Greenwich, to see if astronomical 
phenomena such as meteors or fireballs might explain what was seen. We 
could check to see whether any UFOs seen visually had been tracked on 
radar. If we had a photograph or video, we could get various MoD special¬ 
ists to enhance and analyze the imagery. We could also liaise with staff at 
the Ballistic Missile Early Warning System at RAF Fylingdales, where 
they have space-tracking radar. Finally, on various scientific and technical 
issues we could liaise with the DIS, though this is an area that I am not 
able to discuss in any detail, due to the sensitivities. 

After investigation, around 80 percent of UFO sightings could be ex¬ 
plained as misidentifications of something ordinary, such as aircraft lights, 
satellites, airships, weather balloons, meteors, or bright stars and planets. 
In around 15 percent of cases there was insufficient information to draw 
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any firm conclusions. Approximately 5 percent of sightings seemed to defy 
any conventional explanation. 

The cases that were of most interest to us were UFO sightings where 
there were multiple witnesses or where the witnesses were trained ob¬ 
servers such as police officers or military personnel; sightings from civil or 
military pilots; sightings backed up by photographic or video evidence, 
where technical analysis found no signs of fakery; sightings tracked on 
radar; and sightings involving structured craft seemingly capable of speeds 
and maneuvers that even the most advanced aircraft and drones were not 
able to match. 

The fact that the MoD was engaged in this work was not a secret. In¬ 
deed, a good deal of the job involved dealing with the public, Parliament, 
and the media. It could hardly be any other way: statistically, most UFO 
sightings came from the public, and clearly we had to deal with the public 
to get this data! However, it was an unequal partnership: the MoD wanted 
to glean as much information as possible from witnesses, while offering as 
little as possible in return. There was, in short, a deliberate policy to 
downplay the true extent of our involvement and interest in the subject. 

The best way to illustrate this is to examine the policy statement that 
appeared on the MoD's Web site up until the 2009 axing of the UFO proj¬ 
ect. It appeared under the heading "MoD Policy on Unidentified Flying 
Objects (UFO)" and read as follows: 

The Ministry of Defence does not have any expertise or role in respect 
of "UFO/flying saucer" matters or to the question of the existence or 
otherwise of extraterrestrial lifeforms, about which it remains totally 
open-minded . To date the MoD knows of no evidence which substanti¬ 
ates the existence of these alleged phenomena. 

The MoD examines any "UFO" reports it receives solely to establish 
whether what was seen might have some defence significance; namely, 
whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace 
might have been compromised by hostile or unauthorized air activity. 
Unless there is evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom 
from an external source, and to date no "UFO" report has revealed 
such evidence, we do not attempt to identify the precise nature of each 
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sighting reported to us. We believe that rational explanations, such as 
aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found for them if re¬ 
sources were diverted for this purpose, but it is not the function of the 
MoD to provide this kind of aerial identification service. It would be 
an inappropriate use of defence resources if we were to do so. 

If you wish to report a sighting or have any questions about the 
MoD's position regarding UFOs, you should write to the following ad¬ 
dress: 

Ministry of Defence 

Directorate of Air Staff'—Freedom of Information 

5th Floor, Zone H 

Main Building 

London 

SW1A 2HB 

Alternatively you can contact us on any of the following; 

Telephone: 020-7218-2140 (24 hour Answerphone) 

Fax: 020-7218-7701 or 020-7218-2680 
E-Mail: d^SzlffQzoffTe@modME 

This statement was carefully crafted, and indeed I drafted many simi¬ 
lar such letters myself, during my time on the MoD's UFO project. It 
wasn't an out-and-out falsehood, but it was misleading because it really 
only told half the story. It was certainly true to say that we believed most 
(but not all) UFO sightings had conventional explanations. It was also true 
to say—despite what conspiracy theorists believed—that we had no defini¬ 
tive proof that any UFO sightings were extraterrestrial. But to say the MoD 
had no expertise or role in UFO matters was farcical, given that the depart¬ 
ment had been researching and investigating UFO sightings since 1953. 
But if you look carefully, you'll notice that the statement says "UFO," not 
UFO—and goes on to use the outdated term "flying saucer." In other 
words, the MoD was deliberately using the term "UFO" in the erroneous, 
pop culture way where the term is synonymous with extraterrestrial 






170 / ENCOUNTER IN RENDLESHAM FOREST 


spacecraft. In that context, of course, the claim was true: MoD has no role 
or experience with regard to aliens! 

Use of the phrase "flying saucer" is interesting. The term was used up 
until the early fifties, when it was replaced by the term "Unidentified Fly¬ 
ing Object." This latter term was devised by staff on the USAF's Project 
Blue Book and was soon adopted by the MoD but also by the media and 
the public. More to the point, the term "flying saucer" is now archaic and 
has negative connotations in the same way that the term "UFO nuts" is 
sometimes used. The MoD has similarly used phrases such as "little green 
men" in relation to the subject when responding to requests from the me¬ 
dia for statements on UFO-related stories. Again, the term—at least in UK 
culture—is archaic and disparaging, designed to belittle the subject and 
make it comedic. Another example of this policy is use of the phrase "UFO 
spotters" in relation to people who study the phenomenon. The term "spot¬ 
ters" is disparaging and the clear implication is "nerds." 

Later in the MoD's statement the phrase "We believe that rational ex¬ 
planations, such as aircraft lights or natural phenomena, could be found 
for them" appears. This is a clever piece of business. When I was running 
the UFO project I used a phrase along the lines of "We believe that conven¬ 
tional explanations could be found for most UFO sightings." Use of the word 
"rational" in the new version implies that anyone who thinks otherwise is 
irrational. 

The key phrase in the MoD statement is the term "defence signifi¬ 
cance," which appears as part of this wider phrase: "The MoD examines 
any 'UFO' reports it receives solely to establish whether what was seen 
might have some defence significance." Over the years, the term "defence 
interest" has also been used. Usually, during my time on the UFO project, 
there was no attempt to define it—a deliberate tactic to keep things vague. 
Interestingly, the statement quoted here does attempt a definition: "namely, 
whether there is any evidence that the United Kingdom's airspace might 
have been compromised by hostile or unauthorized air activity." The 
word "airspace," followed quickly by the phrase "air activity," clearly 
implies that the sole interest here is foreign military aircraft. That's cer¬ 
tainly one of the key areas of interest, and the possibility that some UFO 
sightings might turn out to be foreign military aircraft probing our air¬ 
space was obviously one reason why the MoD investigated these sight- 
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ings. Indeed, I personally coined a phrase along the lines of "more likely 
Russian than Martian," which had the double effect of focusing the de¬ 
bate on conventional aircraft and of making the whole subject seem hu¬ 
morous. 

In relation to the judgment as to whether UFOs are of any "defence 
significance," the MoD's statement goes on to say this: "Unless there is 
evidence of a potential threat to the United Kingdom from an external 
source, and to date no 'UFO' report has revealed such evidence"—an as¬ 
sessment that has sometimes been given in the form of stating that UFOs 
are adjudged to be of "no defence significance." But if the "no defence sig¬ 
nificance" assessment depends upon there being no evidence of "a poten¬ 
tial threat to the United Kingdom from an external source," then the MoD 
is on dangerous ground. Because while the absence of hostile action might 
justify saying there's no direct threat, there's self-evidently a "potential 
threat" if there's any evidence that objects of unknown origin have pene¬ 
trated the United Kingdom's Air Defence Region. And as the MoD's own 
files show, there have been plenty of UFO sightings (most notably the 
Rendlesham Forest incident) where there's clear evidence that this is pre¬ 
cisely what happened. So the MoD's public statement on UFOs can be 
shown to be false, by simple application of logic. Even the assessment of 
there being no hostile action might be wishful thinking, as opposed to be¬ 
ing a proper threat assessment in the sense that, say, an intelligence officer 
specializing in counter-terrorism would mean it. 

The Rendlesham Forest incident posed a special challenge for the MoD 
in terms of downplaying both the sighting itself and the extent of the de¬ 
partment's involvement. We saw in chapter 11 how the MoD responded in 
the immediate aftermath of the News of the World breaking the story, with 
a low-key press line, the key parts of which read as follows: 

I can confirm that the Ministry of Defence did receive a report from 
base personnel of a UFO sighting near RAF Woodbridge on 27 De¬ 
cember 1980. . . . The report was dealt with in accordance with nor¬ 
mal procedures , i.e., it was passed to staff concerned with air defence 
matters who examine such reports to satisfy themselves that there are 
no defence implications. In this instance MoD was satisfied that there 
was nothing of defence interest in the alleged sightings. 
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This low-key rendering of the events was not exactly a falsehood, but it was 
at best a selective and misleading account, ignoring the most compelling 
parts of the story. The 'nothing of defence interest in the alleged sightings" 
is the standard line on UFOs but is utterly at odds with the facts here. Use 
of the word "alleged" is churlish at best and an insult to the numerous 
USAF witnesses at worst. But aside from this immediate reaction to the 
News of the World exclusive, how did the MoD spin the Rendlesham Forest 
incident in later years? 

The standard reply that members of the public would receive from 
1983 onwards was usually the following. It was very similar to the version 
used in the press line, quoted earlier, but had evolved over time, so as to 
be even more dismissive: 

I can confirm the Ministry of Defence did receive a report from base 
personnel of a UFO sighting near RAF Woodbridge on 27th December 
1980. The report was dealt with in accordance with normal proce¬ 
dures, i.e. it was passed to staff concerned with air defence matters 
who examine such reports to satisfy themselves that there are no de¬ 
fence implications. In this instance MoD was satisfied that there was 
nothing of defence interest in the alleged sightings. There was no ques¬ 
tion of any contact with "alien beings" nor was there any confirmation 
that an object had landed in the forest. 

The addition of the final sentence is interesting. By mentioning "alien 
beings" it focused on the uncorroborated rumors, despite the fact that 
none of the main witnesses had reported having seen anything other than 
an unidentified craft. The effect, whether intentional or not, was to spin 
the whole affair as a wild-sounding tale involving aliens, as opposed to a 
series of incidents in which numerous witnesses, including the Deputy 
Base Commander, saw an unidentified craft. 

But there followed another paragraph that put a very different spin on 
things: 

You may be interested to know that the BBC recently carried out its 
own investigations into the incident and concluded that the UFO was 
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nothing more sinister than the pulsating light of the Orfordness Light¬ 
house some 6 or 7 miles away through the trees. 

This statement was stretching the truth, to say the least. The BBC had cer¬ 
tainly run a news feature on the Rendlesham Forest incident, in which 
Vince Thurkettle's lighthouse theory had featured, but it was hardly a 
definitive investigation or conclusion. Respected institution though the 
BBC is, their report effectively just looked at Halt's one-page memo and 
Virice Thurkettle's theory. The BBC had no access to any of the other doc¬ 
uments or witness statements, let alone the witnesses themselves. 

In strictness, the MoD should not have been taking sides in the debate 
about UFOs, but while arguably not endorsing a particular theory, even 
highlighting one favors it, by simple virtue of drawing attention to it. While 
not explicitly supporting the theory that the witnesses misidentified the 
lighthouse, the MoD was certainly implying as much. And as we've seen, 
the lighthouse theory is far from being the most convincing of the skepti¬ 
cal theories, with several others being more plausible and better fitting the 
facts. But the lighthouse theory has just the right amount of 'giggle factor" to 
effectively make the whole story seem faintly ridiculous. Thus, one can well 
understand why the MoD chose to highlight it when questions were asked. 

Penniston and Burroughs are scathing about the MoD's "no defence 
significance" sound bite and about the sorts of people who parrot the 
MoD's party line without any critical thought: 

The MoD had their own brainstorm of damage control: ignore it and it 
goes away (at least publically). The MoD had a whole cache of "useful 
idiots" in the debunkers. All in allthe debunkers were targeting the 
cover story (containment story) and eventually it goes down in the an¬ 
nals of UFO folklore. The worst mistake the MoD made was saying it 
was of "no defence significance." That showed the event happened. 

The key for Pandora's Box laid with the MoD and the tons of files and 
communication in their archives. 

When I joined the UFO project in 1991, the department was still get¬ 
ting a steady stream of questions about the UFO encounter in Rendlesham 
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Forest from parliamentarians, the media, and the public. It was, after all, 
regarded as the United Kingdom's most significant UFO encounter and in¬ 
deed had been dubbed Britain's Roswell. I would receive letters asking 
what had happened, what we knew, and what we thought. Some of the 
letters were polite requests for answers; others were more accusatory, im¬ 
plying (or directly stating) that we were covering up the truth about what 
had happened. Either way, all letters had to be answered. 

I pretty much followed the line that my predecessors had taken, but 
there was another problem that was becoming increasingly difficult to 
manage, in relation to both spinning the Rendlesham Forest incident and 
downplaying the UFO subject more generally. An integral part of this was 
not to acknowledge the role of the DIS in relation to UFO research and in¬ 
vestigation. This would have been relatively straightforward were it not 
for an administrative error mentioned previously, whereby a photocopy of 
a UFO report had been sent to a ufologist with the distribution list left on, 
instead of blacked out, as was usual—or, to be precise, whited out, so that 
it was not apparent that there was a distribution list at all. Another sleight 
of hand, done on the basis that a distribution list of several other sections 
would nail the lie that this was a subject we didn't take seriously! The up¬ 
shot of the clerical error was that by the early nineties most people in the 
UFO community were aware that Defence Intelligence was involved in the 
MoD's UFO work. 

"Intelligence" seems to be a magic word with the media and the pub¬ 
lic. Clearly it's a fascinating area, and having worked alongside various 
intelligence personnel in my twenty-one-year MoD career, I can testify 
that the work can certainly be exciting. But it's not always glamorous and 
it certainly doesn't quite live up to the reputation that James Bond films 
and movies about the CIA might imply. However, having told ufologists 
for years that we regarded their subject as being of "no defence signifi¬ 
cance" but then to have them find out that the DIS was involved with the 
subject was a recipe for disaster. It was only a matter of time before the 
MoD's defensive line on UFOs and on the Rendlesham Forest incident 
crumbled. The reckoning came in 2001. 

While the UK didn't get a Freedom of Information Act until 2000 
(which came fully into force in 2005), in 1994 the Conservative govern¬ 
ment led by Prime Minister John Major introduced a piece of legislation 
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called the Code of Practice on Access to Government Information. It's best 
described as a watered-down, prototype Freedom of Information Act. 
People could request information and government departments had to re¬ 
lease it if they held it, but the requests had to be "reasonable" and the 
exemptions were extremely broad, especially where defense and national 
security were concerned. But it was a step up from the old Public Records 
Act, which essentially ensured that any government information would 
be withheld for thirty years before it could even be considered for release! 

It's surprising that the UFO community did not exploit the Code of 
Practice sooner than they did or more skillfully. One person who did was 
Georgina Bruni. 

Georgina Bruni led a remarkable life and worked variously as a go-go 
dancer, fashion designer, and nightclub manager. She traveled extensively 
and at various times lived in Jersey, Italy, Hong Kong, and America before 
settling in London in 1992. She wrote poetry, designed a positive-thinking 
course, and founded one of the United Kingdom's first online magazines, 
called Hot Gossip. She was a former director of the Yacht Club, where she 
was involved in hosting social events for MPs, diplomats, and MoD officials. 
Later on she became a PR consultant and ran a social club, Le Club 2000. It 
was through her involvement with the Yacht Club that she first began to 
mix with various MoD, military, intelligence, and diplomatic staff. 

In early 2001 Bruni used the Code of Practice on Access to Government 
Information to apply for all documents that the MoD had on the Rendle- 
sham Forest incident. She did this in conjunction with former Chief of the 
Defence Staff Lord Hill-Norton, with whom she was in touch and for 
whom she had been drafting many of the formal questions that he asked 
in the United Kingdom's Parliament. 

The MoD sent her the hie, and once they did it soon became clear that 
the MoD's "no defence significance" line on Rendlesham was seriously 
compromised, because for years the MoD had implied—and sometimes 
specifically stated—that Charles Halt's one-page report was the only doc¬ 
ument that the department had on the incident. In a sense, this was farci¬ 
cal. Did people really expect that the USAF would report the fact that a 
UFO had landed next to two of the most sensitive bases in the NATO 
military alliance without there being some follow-up? Once Bruni had 
obtained the hie, though, the cat was out of the bag. The hie contained not 
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1 document but 190. While many of these were simply copies of letters 
from members of the public who had written in about the case, together 
with numerous versions of the MoD's ubiquitous "no defence significance" 
reply, there were some more interesting papers, too. The documents re¬ 
leased included the DIS assessment that the radiation levels recorded at 
the landing site had been "significantly higher" than the expected back¬ 
ground levels, papers relating to radar, and the embarrassing spat over the 
removal by General Gabriel of evidence relating to the case. 

There was to be a final twist in the story of the MoD's evolving at¬ 
tempts to keep the lid on the Rendlesham Forest incident. The United 
Kingdom's Freedom of Information Act came fully into force in 2005, and 
it soon became clear that in the informal "league tables" of subjects on 
which people were making requests UFOs was at or near the top within 
the MoD. In 2007 the MoD decided to proactively release its entire archive 
of UFO files, to save having to respond to hundreds of FOIA requests on a 
case-by-case basis. This process started in 2008 and came to its conclusion 
in June 2013 when the final batch of documents was released. It involved 
the release of over fifty thousand pages of documentation, and while Geor¬ 
gina Bruni had secured the release of the UFO project's Rendlesham Forest 
file back in 2001, UFO researchers were looking forward in particular to the 
release of DIS UFO files covering the late 1980/early 1981 period that had not 
yet been released but would clearly also include documents on the Rendle¬ 
sham forest incident. In March 2011, when the time came for the relevant 
date period to be released, the UFO community waited expectantly. 

When the files were released, there was an embarrassing revelation. 
Out of all the UFO files, DIS files covering the period when the Rendle¬ 
sham Forest incident took place had apparently been shredded. The ones 
covering the period immediately before the incident were there, as were 
the ones for the period immediately after. But the critical files had been 
destroyed. This was totally counter to policy, because as long ago as 1967 
a decision had been made to keep all UFO files permanently, in view of 
their historical significance and public interest. To add insult to injury, 
the authorization slips that would have revealed when the files were de¬ 
stroyed, by whom, and on whose authority had also been destroyed. The 
trail, it seemed, had gone cold. 


14. PROJECT CONDIGN 


We have firmly established that the MoD's policy in relation to UFOs was 
to downplay both the phenomenon itself and the extent of the depart¬ 
ment's interest and direct involvement. This manifested itself in a number 
of ways, most usually by sending out standard letters to people who asked 
about UFOs or reported sightings, implying that the MoD had very little 
interest in the subject, which was regarded as being of "no defence sig¬ 
nificance/interest." Similar lines were trotted out to the media when the 
subject came up, and if pressed the department would try to ensure that 
its interest was inextricably linked with the question of foreign (generally 
Soviet—and later Russian) military aircraft probing at the United King¬ 
dom's defenses. The latter was a very real scenario, so it was very easy to 
"spin" the MoD's involvement in this way. 

If anybody thinks this is just semantics, this chapter deals with a situ¬ 
ation that exposes the true reality of the situation. This is the story of 
Project Condign, a highly classified intelligence study into the UFO mys¬ 
tery carried out at the same time that the MoD was saying the subject was 
of no defense interest. The study specifically considered the Rendlesham 
Forest incident. All this can be demonstrated clearly by reference to docu¬ 
ments declassified by the MoD and released under the Freedom of Infor¬ 
mation Act. In addition, I was personally involved in the work that led to 
this study being carried out, and indeed many of the documents released 
are ones that I wrote. 
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Project Condign had its roots in discussions that I had in 1993 with my 
opposite number in the DIS. While UFO sightings had been investigated 
since 1953, little trend analysis had been undertaken. To compound the 
problem, much of the information that we had on sightings was recorded 
in paper files and had not yet been entered into a computer. As a conse¬ 
quence, it was impossible to interrogate a single database and get answers 
to simple questions such as "Are there times of the year when UFOs are 
more commonly seen than others?," "What is the geographical distribu¬ 
tion of UFO sightings in the UK and how does this change when allowing 
for population density?," "Have there been changes in the socio-economic 
status of UFO witnesses over the last ten years?," "Is there a correlation 
between UFO sightings and the theatrical release dates of sci-fi movies?," 
or any number of other such questions that we might usefully ask. The 
only way to get such answers was the very labor-intensive solution of as¬ 
signing administrative staff to the task, which was not always possible, 
given the constant shortage of support staff. With around twelve thou¬ 
sand UFO sighting reports in the files we had a vast amount of data—far 
more than the US government had ever amassed during Project Blue 
Book—but no way of exploiting it properly. 

Unlike many of my predecessors on the UFO project and most of my 
successors, I forged extremely close links with the DIS, possibly because I 
had a high security clearance, obtained as a consequence of having worked 
in the Air Force Operations Room in the Joint Operations Center, during 
the Persian Gulf War. My DIS opposite number seemed genuinely inter¬ 
ested in the UFO phenomenon and shared my discomfort that we weren't 
doing enough trend analysis. So it was that on June 1, 1993, he wrote me 
an internal minute: "You may be interested to hear that at long last I have 
had some funds allocated for serious UFO research . . . needless to say we 
do not want this broadcast and it is for your information only." 

I replied on June 3 and my response included the following: "I was 
pleased to hear about the funds you have secured, and stand ready to as¬ 
sist with any of the projects you are planning." 

There then followed an internal DIS meeting at which it was decided 
that approval was required from "customers." The two customers identi¬ 
fied were the head of Sec (AS)—my head of division—and the Director of 
Air Defence. A draft note was prepared that contained the following 
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quote: "Some recent events, and a cursory examination of the files, indi¬ 
cate that the topic may be worthy of a short study." One of the "recent 
events" was a wave of sightings that had occurred in the United Kingdom 
on March 30/31, 1993, into which I had led the official investigation. 

In the event, the draft letter seeking approval from the head of Sec (AS) 
and the Director of Air Defence wasn't sent. What happened was that a 
much more detailed briefing note was sent to Sec (AS) 2—the Deputy Di¬ 
rector who was my second reporting officer. The reason for this was that 
approval was needed at either Director or Deputy Director level, so I wasn't 
able to approve the study myself. However, both my Director and Deputy 
Director were highly skeptical about UFOs and were uneasy that the UFO 
project was embedded in their division at all. How could we possibly con¬ 
vince them we should be doing more , not less, on the subject? 

With this problem in mind, I had extensive discussions with my DIS 
opposite number and we concocted a strategy for "selling" the initiative to 
my skeptical bosses and getting "buy-in" and the green light. To do this, 
a little deviousness was required. First of all, my Deputy Director was 
a statistician, brought into the managerial mainstream as part of an MoD 
personnel department experiment to see if "deep specialists" could oper¬ 
ate outside their comfort zone in wider policy-making and managerial 
roles. I therefore recommended that where possible, the study should be 
presented as a statistical analysis! 

Language was a key part of this "selling job" and my DIS colleague 
and I agreed to drop the term "UFO" in view of the associated baggage, 
replacing it with the more scientific-sounding term "UAP" (Unidentified 
Aerial Phenomenon). It became a point of pride—and some humor—to 
write entire documents on the subject without the term "UFO" appearing 
even once. This was to have unanticipated consequences years later, when 
responding to Freedom of Information Act requests, and I'm sure that 
various UFO-related documents have not been released as planned simply 
because they use the term "UAP" and not "UFO." 

With all this groundwork laid, the meeting was set up. Like many 
people with little experience of intelligence matters, my Deputy Director 
was a little overawed by the spooks (as Brits call intelligence operatives) 
and doubtless conjured up some James Bond fantasy. My DIS colleague 
played things masterfully, often speaking in little more than a whisper 
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and leaning forward conspiratorially, as if he were entrusting my boss 
with the United Kingdom's nuclear launch codes. There was mention of 
Russian research in this area, a couple of uses of the term "UAP," and lots 
of talk about statistics. "Perhaps, if it's not too much trouble," the DIS 
briefer ventured, "we could call upon your expertise in this area—if we 
come up against a particularly tricky problem. . . ." My boss was almost 
salivating. At the end of the meeting, my boss was firmly "onboard." All 
that was needed to "clinch the sale" was written approval. 

The written proposal was dated October 18, 1993, and was classified 
Secret UK Eyes A, only one level below the highest classification, Top Se¬ 
cret. The document set out a compelling case for undertaking the study, 
but there was to be an additional twist. To distance the MoD even further 
from this work, the detailed analysis was to be undertaken not by the DIS 
but by a defense contractor. At first, this might sound bizarre, but it 
should be borne in mind that on retirement senior military officers and 
defense civilians often step seamlessly from government service into the 
employ of large defense corporations, usually at board level. There's move¬ 
ment at lower levels, too, and the bottom line is that certain defense com¬ 
panies have a small group of individuals whose security clearances are 
still active and are generally higher than most of their ex-colleagues in the 
military, DoD, MoD, or wherever. If that isn't enough to set alarm bells 
ringing with conspiracy theorists, I should mention another benefit that 
arose from passing the work to a defense contractor: private companies are 
exempt from the Freedom of Information Act. This fit perfectly with the 
usual policy of denying any great interest in UFOs. The department could 
continue to make statements about "examining" sightings to see if there 
was evidence of a threat. Even the word "investigating" was frowned 
upon as being too strong a word, so we used to say that we "examined" or 
"logged" sightings. Quite how we were supposed to determine whether or 
not sightings were of "defense significance" without actually investigating 
them was never made clear! Passing the whole study off to a defense con¬ 
tractor would also enable us to make statements such as "The MoD has not 
undertaken any intelligence studies on UFOs" while desperately hoping 
that nobody would think to ask if we'd commissioned any! If that sounds 
like sharp practice, it should be remembered that a golden rule in govern- 
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ment is to answer the question that's been asked, not the question that 
somebody meant to ask or should have asked. 

Using defense contractors to undertake particularly sensitive classified 
tasks is not without precedent when it comes to esoteric subjects that the 
MoD has dabbled with. Consider this statement, placed in the Freedom of 
Information section of the MoD's Web site: "A study was undertaken in 
2001—2002 to investigate theories about capabilities to gather information 
remotely about what people may be seeing and to determine the potential 
value, if any, of such theories to Defence." 

At first, this might sound as if it relates to some new surveillance tech¬ 
nique. In fact, this study relates to another subject on which I had discus¬ 
sions with DIS colleagues: recruiting psychics! The MoD had been 
extremely reluctant to release the study at all but could not avoid its legal 
responsibilities under the Freedom of Information Act. So when the mate¬ 
rial was published, it was done under cover of a bland note that deliber¬ 
ately avoided using words such as "psychic," "clairvoyant," and "ESP" to 
avoid being picked up by Internet searches using such keywords and to 
lessen the chances that anyone in the media would notice a document clas¬ 
sified Secret UK Eyes Only, describing how, in the immediate aftermath of 
9/11, the MoD had attempted to lure psychics into a secret government 
program to locate "targets of interest." 

Returning to the UFO study, in view of the extreme sensitivities, even 
the normal procedures for placing a defense contract were to be bypassed: 
"I believe that opening a new contract especially for this study and using 
competitive tendering would potentially expose the study to too wide an 
audience. . . ." The plan was to amend an existing contract, so as to avoid 
creating any paper trail. All this, of course, was planned well before the 
United Kingdom's Freedom of Information Act, and there was no intention 
that this study would ever see the light of day. 

Having gotten my skeptical Deputy Director to agree to something 
that he would not normally have supported, I was eager that we sign off 
on the request as soon as possible and with the most low-key of responses. 
I sent my boss a note downplaying what I knew was involved in the study 
and stating that if the DIS was going to pay for the study, it was essen¬ 
tially their business. This wasn't strictly true, as we had the policy lead in 
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terms of UFOs. However, highlighting the fact that something isn't going 
to come out of your budget always goes down well: 

The attached note from DI55c seems fine. AD DI55c came over to 
discuss this some time ago, and I advised him that I saw no difficul¬ 
ties, although I asked him to write to us setting out their proposals; 
their money , their business. 

As our policy already commits us to looking at all reports to ensure 
there is no threat to the defence of the UKwe are not in any way going 
outside our remit, as this study is no more than a review of data. 

As you can see, the term "UFO" is being droppedas it is rather a 
loaded term. 

Coincidentally; this week we have received a new report of a huge 
triangular object flying over the UK mainland. 

I have attached a short draft reply to DI55. 

With the preceding in mind, I not only briefed my Deputy Director on 
the DIS proposal but also made things easy for him by drafting a reply for 
him to send in response to the proposal. All he had to do was sign it, 
which he did: "I can confirm that we are content with what has been pro¬ 
posed ... I would be grateful if you would keep Sec(AS)2a [i.e., me] in¬ 
volved in this process." The final part of the response was drafted with 
the intention that my Deputy Director would play no further part in the 
study. It was far better to handle such detailed work on an SME (Subject 
Matter Expert) to SME basis. 

A series of delays caused by financial constraints and the pressure of 
other competing DIS priorities derailed the original plan. Correspondence 
dragged on periodically, but it was looking less and less likely that the 
study would ever take place. Despite the fact that some staff within the 
DIS felt "we have a remit that we have never met" (i.e., undertaking a 
proper intelligence study of the UFO phenomenon that would allow a better 
and more-informed assessment of whether UFOs were of defense signifi¬ 
cance), other DIS personnel were less keen. In a letter dated October 25, 
1995, a senior DIS officer said that "spending money on such an esoteric 
subject in a continuing climate of constraint was not good politically." 
However, by the end of 1996 the study was resurrected and, for the 
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first time, the phrase "Project Condign" was used. The name was a ran¬ 
domly generated code name. The United Kingdom tends to do this, as op¬ 
posed to setting out their intention in operation names in the way the US 
government does. Hence, the United Kingdom's version of Operation Des¬ 
ert Storm was Operation Granby, while the Falklands War was Operation 
Corporate. Conspiracy theorists didn't see it that way and, when the re¬ 
port was declassified, thought that the similarity with the "Condon Re¬ 
port" was no coincidence. The Condon Committee had reviewed Project 
Blue Book in the late sixties and the skeptical final report recommended 
that the USAF cease all research and investigations into the UFO phenom¬ 
enon, which they duly did. This was exactly the outcome that the USAF 
had hoped to get, and testimony from some of the people involved in the 
Condon Committee suggests that the skeptical conclusions and recommen¬ 
dation were a foregone conclusion—exactly as conspiracy theorists allege. 

By early 1997 another problem emerged: Sec(AS) began to get cold feet. 
"I have some concerns about what is planned" stated a letter dated Janu¬ 
ary 27, 1997, before setting out worries that the DIS study would be in¬ 
compatible with the "we don't investigate UFOs" line that Sec(AS) was 
aggressively trying to push with Parliament, the media, and the public. 
The DIS, however, had a concern of its own. The DIS concern was Sec(AS)! 
Despite the classification and sensitivity of this study, which was carried out 
on the usual "need to know" basis, Sec(AS) had copied the correspondence 
more widely. They had even included the name of the defense contractor 
undertaking the work, who delivered a stinging rebuke to Sec(AS). 

I hasten to add that by that time I was no longer working in Sec(AS), 
having been promoted in 1994 and posted to another directorate. Had I 
still been in Sec(AS) I like to think I could have smoothed over these dif¬ 
ferences. I certainly would have advised my bosses against putting DIS 
documents on a wider distribution without their prior consent. The tone 
of the correspondence at this time clearly shows some tension between 
Sec(AS) and the DIS. And that's when the really interesting thing hap¬ 
pens: Sec(AS) drops out of the picture altogether. The reason is never di¬ 
rectly explained, but an internal DIS e-mail dated December 17, 1999, 
suggests that Sec(AS)'s wider circulation of DIS papers was the straw that 
broke the camel's back. Project Condign had been completed and the DIS 
e-mail was discussing circulation of the final report. The key quote is as 
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follows: "No positive purpose would be served in sending the report to 
Sec(AS) . . . we recommend a letter to Sec(AS) . . . identifying that we 
have completed our declared review, outlining the conclusions drawn . . . 
in view of the 'leakiness' of Sec(AS) we would advocate only releasing the 
report to them on request, in order to discourage further discussion." 
Needless to say, for one part of the MoD to describe another part using the 
word "leakiness" is little short of sensational. 

However, by 2000 things had changed again and while the letter sum¬ 
marizing Project Condign was sent to a handful of DIS and RAF personnel, 
it wasn't copied to Sec(AS) at all. MoD personnel tend to move posts (either 
on level transfer or promotion) every three or four years, so by 2000 none 
of those involved in the original discussions concerning Project Condign 
were in Sec(AS). This led to the extraordinary and farcical situation where 
a highly classified UFO study had been produced and was sent to a number 
of MoD divisions but not to the UFO project! The very division that had 
policy responsibility for the subject was completely excluded. The only 
(probably unintended) benefit of this was that it if Sec(AS) made statements 
such as "We are not aware of any classified studies into the UFO phenom¬ 
enon" such statements would be true! 

While the DIS had done their best to hide the existence of Project Con¬ 
dign not just from the public but even from the MoD's UFO project, they 
were ultimately unsuccessful. When the United Kingdom's Freedom of 
Information Act came fully into force on January 1, 2005, the MoD soon 
found itself receiving more requests on UFOs than on almost any other 
subject. Unfortunately (for the MoD), some apparently innocuous UFO- 
related documents that had been released made passing reference to a 
"policy review" into the UFO phenomenon that had been undertaken in 
around 1997. While this throwaway line was fairly cryptic and the date 
was wrong, it was enough to attract the attention of various ufologists, 
who submitted further FOI requests relating to this "policy review." One 
can only imagine the embarrassment and humiliation in the UFO project 
when they discovered that contrary to their belief that no such review 
had been carried out (because they would have written it—or at least seen 
it), such a review had been undertaken, but without their being involved 
or even informed. 

The MoD duly released a redacted copy of the final report and pub- 
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lished the document on its Web site on May 15, 2006. The statement on 
the MoDs Web site read as follows: 

During a policy review in 1996 into the handling of Unidentified Aer¬ 
ial Phenomena sighting reports received by the Ministry of Defence, a 
study was undertaken to determine the potential value, if any, of such 
reports to Defence Intelligence. Consistent with Ministry of Defence pol¬ 
icy, the available data was studied principally to ascertain whether there 
is any evidence of a threat to the UK, and secondly, should the opportu¬ 
nity arise, to identify any potential military technologies of interest. 

The Ministry of Defence has released this report in response to a 
Freedom of Information request and we are pleased to now make it 
available to a wider audience via the MoD Freedom of Information 
Publication Scheme. Where indicated information is withheld in ac¬ 
cordance with Section 26 (Defence), Section 27 (International Rela¬ 
tions) and Section 40 (Personal Information) of the Freedom of 
Information Act 2000. 

There was much media speculation about the anonymous author of the 
report, with many people suggesting that I had written it. I had not, 
though the identity of the author is known to me, as is the defense com¬ 
pany involved. 

Project Condign's final report was a bizarre document, to say the very 
least. As with many highly classified documents, the most intriguing 
material was not necessarily obvious, perhaps by accident or perhaps by 
design; there's an old saying that the best place to hide a book is in a li¬ 
brary—or, in a version that the Rendlesham Forest incident witnesses 
might better appreciate, the best place to hide a tree is in a forest. 

The report ran to 465 pages and only eleven copies were made at the 
time. It was an odd mixture: a comprehensive drawing together of some 
existing research on the topic coupled with some exotic new theories: 
"That UAP exist is indisputable. Credited with the ability to hover, land, 
take off, accelerate to exceptional velocities and vanish, they can re¬ 
portedly alter their direction of flight suddenly and clearly can exhibit 
aerodynamic characteristics well beyond those of any known aircraft or 
missile—either manned or unmanned." 
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So stated the Executive Summary, bullishly, before going on to say, 
more cautiously, that no evidence has been found to suggest UAP are 
"hostile or under any type of control." But by its own admission, the 
study had not turned up a definitive explanation for the phenomenon: 
"Although the study cannot offer the certainty of explanation of all UAP 
phenomena . . . ," it stated, leaving the door open. 

One of the most contentious aspects of the study related to what the 
report referred to as "plasma related fields." Electrically charged atmo¬ 
spheric plasmas were credited with having given rise to some of the re¬ 
ports of vast triangular craft, while the interaction of such plasma fields 
with the temporal lobes in the brain was cited as another reason why 
people might feel they were having strange experiences. The problem 
with this statement is that there's no scientific consensus here, and as a 
good rule of thumb one shouldn't try to explain one unknown phenome¬ 
non by citing evidence of another. In other words, you can't explain one 
mystery with another one. 

Nonetheless, once the issue was raised, the potential military applica¬ 
tions (including weaponization) of this could not be ignored. The report 
stated: "There is evidence . . . that scientists in the former Soviet Union 
have taken a particular interest in 'UFO Phenomena.' They have identified 
the close connection with plasma technologies and are pursuing related 
techniques for potential military purposes. For example, very high power 
energy generation, RF Weapons, Impulse Radars, air vehicle drag and ra¬ 
dar signature reduction or control, and possibly for radar reflecting de¬ 
coys." On this point, the report recommended: "The relevance of plasma 
and magnetic fields to UAP was an unexpected feature of the study. It is 
recommended that further investigation should be . . . [undertaken] into 
the applicability of various characteristics in various novel military appli¬ 
cations." 

The report also dealt with air safety issues, though incredibly when 
the report was released in 2006 the media failed to pick up on speculation 
that several fatal aircraft accidents might be attributable to pilots taking 
violent evasive action to avoid UFOs. Project Condign's final report made 
two recommendations in relation to pilots encountering UFOs: The first 
said: "No attempt should be made to out-maneuver a UAP during inter¬ 
ception." Another recommendation stated: "At higher altitudes, although 
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UAP appear to be benign to civil air-traffic, pilots should be advised not to 
maneuver, other than to place the object astern, if possible." 

Most relevant to us, however, is what the Condign Report had to say 
about the Rendlesham Forest incident. This is specifically addressed in 
volume 2 of the report, in annex F of Working Paper 1. Under the heading 
"Non-ionizing EM Effects on Humans" and "EM Field from a Plasma" the 
report states: "The well-reported Rendlesham Forest/Bentwaters event is 
an example where it might be postulated that several observers were 
probably exposed to UAP radiation for longer than normal UAP sighting 
periods. There may be other cases which remain unreported. It is clear 
that the recipients of these effects are not aware that their behavior/per¬ 
ception of what they are observing is being modified." 

In describing the effects of exposure to such radiation, the report goes 
on to say: "An important fact is that the reported effect of (presumed) UAP 
radiation on humans is that it is quick acting and remembered—although, 
curiously, following the event there is little or no recall of events as a con¬ 
tinuum. In short, the witness often reports apparent gaps' or 'lost time'— 
often not accounting for up to several hours. It is described as if the exposure 
causes a temporary memory erasure." 

The Executive Summary put further flesh on the bones by saying 
this: 

The close proximity of plasma related fields can adversely ajfect a ve¬ 
hicle or person. For this to occur, the UAP must be encountered at 
very close ranges. A probable modulated magnetic, electric or electro¬ 
magnetic (or even unknown) field appears to emanate from some of 
the buoyant charged masses. Local fields of this type (probably either 
an electromagnetic near-field, or a direct magnetic field), have been 
medically proven to cause responses in the temporal lobes of the hu¬ 
man brain. These result in the observer sustaining (and later describ¬ 
ing and retaining) his or her own vivid, but mainly incorrect, description 
of what is experienced. Some observers are likely to be more suscepti¬ 
ble to these fields than are others, and may suffer extended memory 
retention and repeat experiences. This is suggested to be a key factor 
in influencing the more extreme reports found in the media and are 
clearly believed by the "victims." 
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So, ironically, whatever one thinks of the theory, the UK MoD at least 
offers a view on what happened to the witnesses at Rendlesham, when 
those same witnesses can't even get the US government to comment on 
UFOs, let alone offer some potential explanation to what happened to their 
own military personnel in Rendlesham Forest. Penniston certainly draws 
some comfort from the study: "Project Condign, in some respects, was a 
validation of the existence of the phenomenon." 

Burroughs is even more forthright on this point: 

Project Condign has not been looked at very closely by most people 
because of the way it was written and because of the fact that most 
people don't have the background to understand what it's trying to tell 
you. Only after you take a look at the documents used to write the re¬ 
port do you begin to understand what the Governments of the world 
are working on and why they want this to remain classified. If you 
take the time to read the documents you will see not only that Rendle¬ 
sham is mentioned but that there are numerous references in these 
documents talking about what we encountered in the forest—a phe¬ 
nomenon that , if harnessed, could be used as a weapon. What's also 
interesting is that many of the documents used in this report remain 
classified. 

Burroughs elaborates on this point: "If you look at the MoD papers it's 
very clear there is a race by many countries to get their hands on the tech¬ 
nology that we encountered over those three nights. And yet, so far as 
most people in the world are concerned, they just want to know if we're 
alone or not." In restating this point. Burroughs sets out his view on just 
how high the stakes are: "It's very clear there is a race, around the world, 
to have the upper hand in technology which would then give that govern¬ 
ment an upper hand not only on its own people, but on the entire world." 

Simply put, technology acquisition lies at the heart of government in¬ 
terest in UFOs, and explains UFO secrecy. And again, as articulated by 
Burroughs, comes the intriguing possibility that the extraterrestrial hy¬ 
pothesis could simply be a cover story masking an even bigger secret: "So 
far as the story of aliens is concerned, that was just a cover for what really 
happened to us." 
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There was to be one final surprise. Officially, as we've seen, the US 
government has not investigated UFOs since Project Blue Book was termi¬ 
nated in 1969. Yet in 1993, while making the case for the study to be car¬ 
ried out, the DIS stated: "I am aware, from intelligence sources, that 
XXXXX believes that such phenomena exist and has a small team studying 
them. I am also aware that an informal group exists in the XXXXXXXXXXXX 
community and it is possible that this reflects a more formal organiza¬ 
tion." Investigative journalist Leslie Kean conducted a detailed analysis of 
this document (formerly classified Secret UK Eyes A and partially declas¬ 
sified under the Freedom of Information Act) and concluded that the first 
redaction is "Russia" and the second redaction is "US intelligence." 

I clearly recall the document but in view of my secrecy oath can nei¬ 
ther confirm nor deny Kean's analysis. Flowever, if she's right, it would 
mean that conspiracy theorists are, for once, correct: someone in the 
United States is still carrying out research and investigation into the UFO 
phenomenon, despite the official denials. 


15. BEYOND RENDLESHAM 


The MoD's Project Condign certainly made for bizarre reading, with its 
theories about atmospheric plasmas, non-ionizing electromagnetic (or "un¬ 
known") fields, and the effects of all this on the temporal lobes in the hu¬ 
man brain. The suggestion that the Rendlesham Forest witnesses "were 
probably exposed to UAP radiation for longer than normal UAP sighting 
periods" certainly has frightening implications for John Burroughs and 
Jim Penniston. But for an organization fond of labeling UFOs as being of 
"no defence significance" to recommend that "no attempt should be made 
to out-maneuver a UAP during interception" seemed odd. It was a classic 
example of the Orwellian "doublethink" that the MoD occasionally had to 
practice on this subject: we had one (dismissive) view on UFOs for our deal¬ 
ings with Parliament, the media, and the public but another, more complex 
position for ourselves. 

Project Condign's "No attempt should be made to out-maneuver a UAP 
during interception" recommendation was an example of this, and indeed 
the final report stated that "the flight safety aspects of the findings should 
be made available to the appropriate RAF Air Defence and other military 
and civil authorities which operate aircraft, particularly those operating 
fast and at low altitude." Criminally, given the report's reference to fatali¬ 
ties, there is no evidence to suggest that the UK Civil Aviation Authority 
or the US Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) has been briefed on any 
of this, despite the recommendation. 
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Why is any of this important? The answer lies in another finding from 
Project Condign, which again, incredibly, was missed by the media (prov¬ 
ing that the best place to hide a book really is in a library): "Attempts by 
other nations to intercept the unexplained objects, which can clearly change 
position faster than an aircraft, have reportedly already caused fatalities/' 
Perhaps it's only when one replaces the term "unexplained objects" with 
the phrase the MoD was so desperate to drop—"UFOs"—that one can see 
just how explosive a statement that is. Never has the phrase "no defence 
significance" seemed so inappropriate. 

Before looking at some other UFO cases that will put the Rendlesham 
Forest incident into context by showing the sorts of UFO incidents that 
governments take seriously (whether or not they say so), it's worth look¬ 
ing at who, within government, actually does the investigating. At first, this 
might seem like an odd point to highlight, but it gets to the heart of the issue 
because it's one of those fundamental questions that hardly ever get asked. 
Let me put it another way. If the US government really did get out of the UFO 
"game" after Project Blue Book was terminated but was going to look again 
at the phenomenon, which agency should be put in charge? The possibilities 
include NASA, the FAA, and the Office of Science and Technology Policy. 
But as we have seen. Project Blue Book was embedded in the USAF. Indeed, 
with the exception of the French government (whose UFO project, known as 
GEIPAN, is embedded in the French National Space Agency), virtually every 
country that has ever investigated UFOs has charged their military (usually 
the Air Force) or their DoD with this work. So the question about who inves¬ 
tigates UFOs is an important one and the answer gives us an insight into 
how UFOs are really seen: as a defense issue. So with that in mind, let's dip 
into some UFO case files from America, Britain, and elsewhere. Because while 
most of the cases in these real-life X-Files are mundane sightings that turned 
out to be misidentifications of things like aircraft lights, weather balloons, or 
satellites, others are decidedly more mysterious—and, on occasion, sinister. 


A FATAL ENCOUNTER 

On January 7, 1948, Kentucky Air National Guard pilot Thomas Mantell 
was one of a number of pilots who chased a UFO that had been seen from 
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various locations in Kentucky. While the other pilots broke off their pur¬ 
suit, Mantell carried on but is assumed to have blacked out due to the lack 
of oxygen. His plane crashed and he was killed. The US military later said 
he had mistakenly been chasing the planet Venus. 


SHOOT DOWN THE UFO 

On or around May 20, 1957 (the precise date is the subject of some debate), 
Milton Torres, a USAF pilot based in the United Kingdom as part of a US/ 
UK exchange program, was scrambled and ordered to intercept a UFO that 
was being tracked on military radar. As he closed on the object in his 
F-86D Sabre fighter jet, he was ordered to open fire on it. He recalls that 
he was at a height of around thirty-two thousand feet and that while he 
never saw the UFO, his aircraft's onboard radar tracked the object, which 
appeared to be the size of an aircraft carrier. He came within seconds of 
firing off a full salvo of twenty-four "Mighty Mouse" rockets, but at that 
point the UFO accelerated from a virtual hover to a speed of around Mach 
10, causing him to break off his attack run. 

Torres stated that he was subsequently warned to stay silent about the 
incident and told that if he failed to comply with this order he would be 
grounded. He does not know the identity of the person who debriefed him 
and made this threat but now believes the individual concerned was from 
the NSA. For pilots, "losing their wings" is virtually the ultimate threat. 
Torres stayed silent until long after he retired, when he mentioned the 
incident at a reunion. Torres then wrote to the MoD, in 1988, sending an 
account of the event and asking whether it was now all right to discuss the 
incident and asking whether any definitive explanation for the encounter 
had ever been found and, if so, whether it was available. No original docu¬ 
ments relating to the case were discovered—the MoD has long maintained 
that most pre-1967 UFO files were destroyed many years ago. 

The story only emerged in 2008, when the MoD file containing the let¬ 
ter from Torres was released, as part of the wider program to declassify 
and release all the MoD's UFO files. I had left the MoD by then and subse¬ 
quently gave some media interviews about this incident. In 2009 I gave a 
talk in Washington, D.C., about some of my government work on the UFO 
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phenomenon. Torres, by then seventy-seven years old, shared the stage 
with me and told his story with quiet dignity. He explained that he had 
stayed silent for decades, as ordered, out of loyalty. He said that he had not 
even told his father, who he felt sure would have loved to hear the story 
but had died before the MoD released the file. At that point Torres broke 
down. It was a sad indication of the stresses of keeping UFO secrets for so 
long. 


ANOTHER ATTEMPTED SHOOT-DOWN 

On September 18, 1976, Parviz Jafari—who later retired as a general in 
the Iranian Air Force—attempted to shoot down a UFO with an air-to-air 
missile. The UFO had been seen over Tehran and an air force commander 
ordered a jet to be scrambled. As Jafari approached the UFO in his Phan¬ 
tom F-4 jet he locked on to it with his airborne radar. As he approached, 
he saw four smaller objects detach from the main craft. One of them came 
rapidly toward his aircraft. Believing he was under attack, Jafari attempted 
to launch a heat-seeking Sidewinder missile, but at that instant his missile 
control panel went dead. 

On his return to base, Jafari was debriefed by a number of people, in¬ 
cluding an American colonel—this was Iran under the Shah, when the 
countries were allies. Years later Jafari saw a DIA document on his encoun¬ 
ter, released under the US Freedom of Information Act. It stated: "This 
case is a classic that meets all necessary conditions for a legitimate study 
of the UFO phenomenon/' Again, it's noteworthy that this was six years 
after the termination of Project Blue Book and thus a time when the US 
government was telling the media and the public that it had no interest in 
UFOs and was no longer investigating sightings. If that was true, why was 
a US colonel quizzing Jafari about a UFO sighting and why was the DIA 
writing a classified report on the incident? 

The UFO report had come to the attention of the US government via 
the Military Assistance Advisory Group in Tehran. This organization was 
headed by the USAF general Richard Secord. Though outside the scope of 
this book, it's interesting to note that Secord was allegedly part of an in¬ 
formal group of defense and intelligence community officials dubbed the 
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Enterprise. Other members of the Enterprise were said to include Edwin 
Wilson, Thomas Clines, Theodore Shackley, and Erich von Marbod. The 
existence of the Enterprise came to light in the course of investigations 
into the Iran Contra affair. I mention the Enterprise because of the Secord/ 
Jafari connection and because it's exactly the sort of body (though probably 
not the specific one) that the UFO issue might have been handed off to, 
in a way that would keep it far enough away from government to be "off- 
the-books" but close enough to control. 


MISSING PRESUMED DEAD 

On October 21, 1978, Frederick Valentich, a civilian pilot, took off from 
Melbourne, Australia. He had been in the air for around forty-five min¬ 
utes when he radioed the Melbourne Flight Service Unit to report that he 
was being buzzed by a strange, unidentified aircraft. He said it was large, 
bright, and metallic. His last radio message to the air traffic controller 
was as follows: "My intentions are to go to King Island—er, Melbourne, 
that strange aircraft is hovering on top of me again—it is hovering and 
it's not an aircraft." There was no further contact, and despite an extensive 
search-and-rescue operation, neither Valentich nor his aircraft was ever 
seen again. 


TARGET ENGAGED 

On April 11, 1980, Oscar Alfonso Santa Maria Huertas, a pilot with the 
Peruvian Air Force, was scrambled to intercept a spherical UFO hovering 
in restricted military airspace. His unit commander's orders were clear: 
"Shoot down the UFO." As Huertas closed on the object in his Sukhoi- 
22 fighter, he strafed it with his 30mm cannon, firing sixty-four shells 
at the UFO. He saw some of his projectiles hit the craft, but they had no 
effect. "The projectiles didn't bounce off," he said. "Probably, they were 
absorbed." He vectored his aircraft for another attack, but on this occa¬ 
sion the UFO took evasive action and he was not able to catch up with it 
again. 
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THE CASH-LANDRUM ENCOUNTER 

On December 29, 1980, three witnesses (Betty Cash, Vickie Landrum, and 
Vickie's seven-year-old grandson, Colby Landrum) in a car encountered a 
huge flaming diamond-shaped UFO in Dayton, Texas. The UFO was at 
treetop height and the heat was intense. The two adults got out of the car 
for a closer look, but Vickie soon returned to comfort the hysterical Colby. 
Betty stayed outside, as if mesmerized by the light, and by the time she 
returned she said the door handle was so hot, she had to use her coat to 
protect her hand. A large number of military helicopters were seen flying 
alongside the UFO, as if they were escorting it. Subsequently, all three 
witnesses became ill, with nausea and vomiting. The most badly affected 
witness (Betty) was hospitalized for twelve days with symptoms that doc¬ 
tors believed were consistent with radiation sickness. 

Eventually, Cash and Landrum launched a legal action, claiming $20 
million from the US government. The action was dismissed after state¬ 
ments from various branches of the US military were produced denying 
that they owned or operated any craft along the lines of the one described. 
Assuming these denials were true, is it possible that such craft are oper¬ 
ated not by the US government or military but by a private corporation or 
by a quasi-governmental organization such as the Enterprise? Just as 
highly-classified MoD studies such as Project Condign and the secret proj¬ 
ect to recruit psychics were moved into the private sector, not least to take 
it outside the scope of the Freedom of Information Act, perhaps the same 
is true of certain secret prototype aircraft and drones. UFO believers, of 
course, think the craft that irradiated the Cash-Landrum party came from 
considerable farther afield than, say, the Lockheed Martin Skunk Works. 

Betty Cash died on December 29, 1998, eighteen years to the very day 
since the incident occurred. Vickie Landrum died on September 12, 2007. 

Sharp-eyed readers will have spotted that the date of this encounter— 
December 29, 1980—was just a few hours after the events at Rendlesham 
Forest had come to their climax when Charles Halt and others encountered 
a UFO that fired light beams down at them and, later, at the Bentwaters 
WSA. John Burroughs and Jim Penniston are intrigued by this coincidence 
(if indeed that's what it is) and concerned at the suggestion that the UFO in 
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the Cash-Landrum encounter exposed the witnesses to radiation that may, 
ultimately, have proven fatal. This is another reason why, so many years 
after their encounter, Burroughs and Penniston are still lobbying for an¬ 
swers from the US government. Penniston puts it this way: "It is interest¬ 
ing the two events happened within such a short time of each other. I find 
the Rendlesham Forest incident more than enough for me to handle, let 
alone others." 


TRANS-EN-PROVENCE 

On January 8, 1981, a farmer working in a field near the town of Trans- 
en-Provence in southern France heard a strange whistling sound and saw 
a saucer-shaped UFO land nearby. The craft quickly took off and left what 
seemed to be burn marks on the ground. The investigation concluded that 
the object had weighed around five tons, had heated the soil to a tempera¬ 
ture of around six hundred degrees Celsius, and had caused bizarre 
changes to the nearby vegetation, including loss of chlorophyll. 


THE BELGIAN TRIANGLE 

On the night of March 30/31, 1990, a wave of UFO sightings in Belgium 
that had lasted for several months reached its climax when an unidentified 
object was picked up on military radar. The Belgian Air Force scrambled 
two F-16 fighter jets to intercept the craft, and the pilots achieved lock-ons 
with their onboard radars. Witnesses on the ground said the UFO was a vast 
triangular craft, the size of a football field. The UFO evaded them as a bizarre 
game of cat and mouse was played out in the skies over Belgium. The Belgian 
Air Force launched an official inquiry, but no explanation was ever found. 


THE CALVINE ENCOUNTER 

On August 4, 1990, two members of the public were out walking in the 
vicinity of Calvine, near Pitlochry, in Scotland when they sighted a mas- 
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sive diamond-shaped metallic UFO. The UFO was virtually stationary and 
hovered silently for what the witnesses believed was several minutes be¬ 
fore accelerating away vertically at massive speed. During the sighting, a 
military aircraft, believed to be a Harrier, was seen, but it wasn't clear if 
the military aircraft was escorting the craft or attempting to intercept it or 
whether the pilot was ever aware of it at all. 

A number of color photographs were taken and passed to a Scottish 
newspaper, whose staff contacted the MoD, presumably because they were 
seeking a comment for a story. It's not clear what happened next—the 
declassified files are unclear on this point, and because I didn't join the MoD's 
UFO project until 1991 this investigation was handled by my predecessor. 
It seems that, somehow, the MoD managed to persuade the reporter to part 
with not just the photos but also the negatives. 

The photos were then sent to the DIS, who then sent them on to imag¬ 
ery analysts at JARIC (the Joint Air Reconnaissance Intelligence Centre), 
despite the fact that at the time the MoD had not yet publicly acknowl¬ 
edged that there was any intelligence interest in UFOs at all. I asked my 
DIS opposite number about the image. I was told that the official assess¬ 
ment was that the photos were real and the craft had a diameter of around 
eighty feet. Despite this sensational conclusion, MoD documents drawn up 
when it was feared that the media might run a story about the photos 
show that if any journalists contacted the MoD Press Office the line to 
take on this was to be that "no definite conclusion had been reached re¬ 
garding the large diamond-shaped object." 

I first came across this story in 1991, when I joined the UFO project. A 
poster-sized enlargement of the best photo was prominently displayed on 
the office wall. I worked in a four-person office and my predecessor had 
put it up. It was one of the few visible UFO-related items on display; most 
such material was locked away. The office dealt with some other issues, 
too; most of us had been seconded into the Air Force Operations Room 
during the Persian Gulf War. One of my other jobs was to read draft book 
manuscripts that included any RAF aspects of the war to ensure nothing 
was published that was classified, detrimental to the RAF or the MoD, or 
politically embarrassing. Sometimes people would come to our office to 
discuss non-UFO business, and some of these people were not aware that 
the UFO project was embedded in the section. You would have this surreal 
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moment when people would stop mid-sentence, stare at the Calvine UFO 
photo, and say something like, "What the hell's that?" This was not the 
archetypal distant, blurred UFO photo. This was "up close and personal, 
reach out and you can touch" it stuff. "I don't know what it is, but it's not 
one of ours," was our stock answer to the inevitable question. At a DIS 
briefing on UFOs that I took my boss to, the briefer took out his own copy 
of the photo. "Take this, for example," he began. "It isn't American and it 
isn't Russian." As he said "American" he pointed to one side and as he said 
"Russian" he pointed to the other. "So that only leaves . . ." His voice 
trailed off and he did not complete the sentence. But his finger was point¬ 
ing directly upwards. 

At some point in 1994 my head of division removed the photograph 
and locked it in his office safe, telling me that he believed the craft photo¬ 
graphed was probably a secret, prototype aircraft or drone. What happened 
next? The suspicion* is that someone shredded the photo, but whatever 
the truth of the matter, it was never seen again. As we have seen, the same 
thing had happened to the DIS files on the Rendlesham Forest UFO inci¬ 
dent, the Highpoint Prison and Hollesley Bay Youth Correction Centre 
governors' journals, and the HMS Manchester ship's log. This was some 
years before the United Kingdom got its Freedom of Information Act. At 
the time, shredding the photo—if that's what happened—would probably 
have been a legitimate (albeit unfortunate) action. If such an action hap¬ 
pened post-FOIA and was a deliberate attempt to circumnavigate the Act, 
it would have been illegal. 

When the story broke in March 2009, as part of the media coverage of 
the program to declassify and release the archive of MoD UFO files, I gave 
various interviews about this, giving my recollection of events. Despite 
this media coverage and associated public appeals, the witnesses have 
never come forward. Neither has anyone at the newspaper concerned (or 
any other Scottish newspaper) come forward to say that they worked on 
this story back in 1990. Understandably, this has generated a few con¬ 
spiracy theories. I suspect that in their desperation to acquire the photos 
and negatives (and maybe kill the media story) DIS staff somehow tricked 
the journalist into handing over all the material and never gave it back. If 
the journalist had not briefed his editor, he may have stayed silent out of 
embarrassment. Similarly, maybe the witnesses were told that it would be 
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better if they did not discuss what they had seen (something that MoD 
staff sometimes suggested when engaging with UFO witnesses), took this 
to be a threat, and complied. 

The MoD files that contain documents relating to this case have been 
released and are available at the United Kingdom's National Archives. The 
MoD says that despite an extensive search, no trace has been found of the 
images, aside from one poor-quality photocopy of a line drawing that was 
done as part of the original MoD investigation. 


OVERTAKEN BY A UFO 

On November 5, 1990, a number of RAF Tornado fast jet aircraft flying 
over the North Sea were casually overtaken by a UFO. The pilot's report 
stated, in part: "UFO appeared in our right hand side . . . we were travel¬ 
ling at Mach point 8. It went into our 12 o'clock and accelerated away. 
Another 2 Tornados saw it." 


NEAR MISS BETWEEN AIRCRAFT AND UFO 

One of the most disturbing UFO cases with which I have been personally 
involved occurred on April 21, 1991. We were informed by the Civil Avia¬ 
tion Authority (CAA) that there had been a near collision between a com¬ 
mercial aircraft and an unknown object. The aircraft concerned was an 
Alitalia MD-80 with fifty-seven passengers onboard. It was at a height of 
around twenty-two thousand feet over Kent, near Lydd, when a brown 
cigar-shaped object passed so close to the aircraft that the pilot shouted, 
"Look out! Look out!" In the normal course of events, any near miss would 
be investigated by the CAA. However, most such incidents involve other 
aircraft, and as the crew was not able to identify the object, it was treated 
as a UFO incident and passed from the CAA to the MoD. We launched a 
full investigation and eliminated all the usual possibilities, including weather 
balloons, military aircraft, et cetera. We even checked to see whether we 
had accidentally fired off a missile of some sort. We drew a complete blank 
and the incident remains unexplained to this day. 
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THE COSFORD INCIDENT 

Aside from the Rendlesham Forest incident, the United Kingdom's most 
famous and compelling UFO case is a series of sightings that took place 
over about six hours on March 30/31, 1993. These sightings are known 
collectively as the Cosford incident, and as this incident took place during 
my time on MoD's UFO project, I led the investigation. 

The first sighting took place on March 30 at around 8:30 pm in the 
county of Somerset. This was followed by a sighting at 9:00 pm in the 
Quantock Hills. The witness was a police officer who, leading a group of 
scouts, had seen a craft that he described as looking "like two Concordes 
flying side by side and joined together." The reports came in thick and 
fast and it was soon clear that I had a major UFO event on my hands. One 
of the most interesting reports came from a member of the public in Ru- 
gely, Staffordshire, who reported a UFO that he estimated as being two 
hundred meters in diameter. He and other family members told me how 
they had chased the object in their car and gotten extremely close to it, 
believing it had landed in a nearby field. When they got there a few sec¬ 
onds later, there was nothing to be seen. Many of the descriptions related 
to a triangular craft or the lights perceived as being on the underside of 
such a craft. 

Some of the reports received that night read like something from The 
X-Files. A couple walking home past a farmer's field in the West Country 
saw the UFO, which they thought was so low that it was going to land. 
When they got to the field, it was empty. However, all the farmer's cows 
were standing silently in the middle of the field, facing one another in a 
perfect circle. 

The UFO was seen by a patrol of RAF Police based at RAF Cosford. 
Their official police report (classified "Police in Confidence") stated that 
the UFO passed over the base "at great velocity ... at an altitude of ap¬ 
proximately 1000 feet." The report described two white lights with a faint 
red glow at the rear, with no engine noise being heard. The report also 
contained details of a number of sighting reports from civilian witnesses. 
They had been made aware of these reports in the course of making inqui¬ 
ries with other military bases, civil airports, and local police. 
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Later on that night, the Meteorological Officer at a second air force 
base, RAF Shawbury, saw the UFO. He described to me how it had moved 
slowly across the countryside toward the base, at a speed of no more than 
30 or 40 mph. He saw the UFO fire a pencil-thin beam of light (like a laser) 
at the ground and saw the light sweeping backward and forward across 
the fields beyond the perimeter fence, as if it was looking for something. 
He heard an unpleasant low-frequency humming sound coming from the 
craft and said he could feel this sound as well as hear it—as if he were 
standing next to a huge bass speaker. He estimated the size of the craft to 
be midway between a C-130 transport aircraft and a Boeing 747. Then he 
told me that the light beam had retracted in an "unnatural" way and that 
the craft had suddenly accelerated away to the horizon many times faster 
than a military jet fighter. The witness was an experienced RAF officer 
who had been in the military for eight years. 

I launched a detailed investigation into these sightings, working closely 
with the RAF, colleagues in the DIS, and personnel at the Ballistic Missile 
Early Warning System at RAF Fylingdales. One of the first things that I 
did was order that radar tapes be impounded and sent to me at MoD Main 
Building in Whitehall. The film of the radar tapes was downloaded onto 
VHS videocassettes and arrived shortly thereafter. I watched it with the 
relevant RAF specialists, who told me that there were a few odd radar re¬ 
turns but that they were inconclusive. Later a more formal assessment of 
the radar data was made. Unfortunately, one of the radars was not work¬ 
ing fully on the night in question (echoing what the UFO project had been 
told happened with some of the radar systems during the Rendlesham 
Forest incident), though we had enough data so that, taking into account 
certain other checks, I was able to build up a comprehensive picture of all 
aircraft and helicopter activity (civil and military) over the United King¬ 
dom and eliminate this from the investigation. 

The Ballistic Missile Early Warning System at RAF Fylingdales, with 
its powerful space-tracking radars, was an important part of my UFO in¬ 
vestigation. Staff at Fylingdales quickly alerted me to the fact that on the 
night in question there had been a re-entry into the Earth's atmosphere of 
a Russian rocket carrying a communications satellite, Cosmos 2238. We 
postulated that this was a possible explanation for a cluster of UFO sight¬ 
ings that occurred at around 1:10 am on March 31. But the sightings had 
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taken place over a period of six hours and the most spectacular events, 
detailed earlier, were at different times. 

After my investigation had eliminated all possible conventional explana¬ 
tions, I prepared a briefing for my head of division. In the document, dated 
April 16, 1993,1 wrote a conclusion deliberately designed to contradict our 
public line on UFOs: "It seems that an unidentified object of unknown 
origin was operating in the UK Air Defence Region without being detected 
on radar; this would appear to be of considerable defence significance, 
and I recommend that we investigate further, within MoD or with the US 
authorities." 

My head of division was normally skeptical about the UFO phenome¬ 
non, but on this occasion he agreed with my conclusion. On April 22, 1993 
he wrote to the Assistant Chief of the Air Staff (one of the United King¬ 
dom's most senior military officers) and concluded: "In summary, there 
would seem to be sopie evidence on this occasion that an unidentified ob¬ 
ject (or objects) of unknown origin was operating over the UK." 

There was an extraordinary twist in this tale. My head of division had 
somehow convinced himself that this UFO sighting was attributable to 
Aurora—the name given to a supposedly secret, prototype hypersonic US 
aircraft that was believed to be the intended replacement for the SR-71 
Blackbird. Rumors about Aurora had been circulating for a few years in 
aviation magazines and UFO newsletters, and my head of division thought 
the existence of Aurora might explain the Cosford incident and, perhaps, 
some of the United Kingdom's other more intriguing UFO sightings. But 
there was a problem with this theory: we had raised this question with US 
authorities, but they had told us categorically that no such aircraft had 
been flown over the United Kingdom, and on the basis of these assurances 
UK defence ministers had told Parliament that no such aircraft had been 
flying over the United Kingdom. There would be a domestic political scan¬ 
dal and an international incident between the United States and the United 
Kingdom if these various assurances turned out to be false. Despite this, 
various colleagues in the UFO project and the DIS did not believe the 
United Kingdom's closest international ally and a declassified MoD docu¬ 
ment on the subject said that we "would not be surprised if it did exist." 
The concerns were again put to HQ USAF by staff at the British embassy 
in Washington. The Americans were incandescent with rage. A December 
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22, 1992, letter from the United Kingdom's Air Attache in our Washington 
embassy included the following statement: "Secretary of the Air Force, 
the Honorable Donald B. Rice, was to say the least incensed by the re¬ 
newed speculation, and the implied suggestion that he had lied to Con¬ 
gress by stating that Aurora did not exist. As you will have gathered, the 
whole affair is causing considerable irritation within HQ, and any helpful 
comments we can make to defuse the situation would be appreciated." 

The United Kingdom moved quickly to prevent this becoming a full¬ 
blown diplomatic incident, but there was certainly an irony here, because 
at the same time as the UK authorities were asking their US counterparts 
about Aurora the US authorities had asked the United Kingdom whether 
the RAF had some secret prototype program of some sort. It was clear that 
the question was prompted by awareness of some of the UFO sightings 
detailed in this chapter, and again, this raises interesting questions, given 
the US government's public position that there is no current official inter¬ 
est in UFOs and that there have been no official investigations undertaken 
since Project Blue Book was terminated in 1969. Clearly, someone in the US 
government was interested. 

I can certainly confirm that as recently as 2012 a US Air Attache in 
another country attended a UFO-related briefing that Air Force officials in 
the country concerned had arranged. I can also confirm (not least because 
I was present) that a closed meeting took place in Washington, D.C., in 
June 2011 at which the UFO phenomenon was discussed with a group of 
well-connected personnel, including a former presidential chief of staff 
and a former CIA director. 

The US denials over Aurora mirrored the denials that had been given 
in the legal action that followed the Cash-Landrum encounter. But are the 
denials true? Access to classified information is determined by your secu¬ 
rity clearance and your "need to know," and while the former is cut-and- 
dried, the latter can be the result of a much more subjective process. 
Furthermore, deliberately cutting people out of a project where they have 
both the requisite security clearance and the "need to know" is sometimes 
a deliberate tactic, designed, for example, to protect senior figures within 
an organization by giving them what's known as "plausible deniability." 
This makes it extremely tricky even for insiders to discover the truth. In 
his April 22, 1993, briefing to the Assistant Chief of the Air Staff about the 
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Cosford incident my head of division wrote: "If there has been some activ¬ 
ity of US origins which is known to a limited circle in MoD and is not be¬ 
ing acknowledged it is difficult to investigate further." 

One can only speculate, but handing off certain black projects to a pri¬ 
vate corporation moves them outside the government (and thus outside 
the scope of the Freedom of Information Act) and means that the govern¬ 
ment denials would be true and given in good faith—provided that the 
person doing the denying wasn't in the loop! 

In a final twist that would doubtless have infuriated the Americans 
even further, the Condign Report (the final report of which was dated Feb¬ 
ruary 2000) stated: "Some UAP reports can be attributed to covert aircraft 
programs." While Aurora was not specifically mentioned, it was certainly 
something that I know had been in the author's mind. 

Not for the first time with significant UFO cases, there's a bizarre coin¬ 
cidence with the date. The UFO encounters collectively known as the Cos- 
ford incident took place three years (to the very night) after the UFO 
sightings in Belgium that led to F-16 jets being scrambled to intercept the 
unidentified aircraft that had strayed into Belgian airspace. Moreover, the 
description of the UFO—a large, triangular craft—was almost identical. It 
was for this reason that I asked our Air Attache in Brussels to reach out to 
the Belgian Air Force to exchange information about our respective sight¬ 
ings. This was done, though again, this information was not made public 
at the time, as it would undermine the impression that we were trying to 
give, i.e., that we had little or no real interest in the subject. 

The Cosford incident remains unexplained to this day. 


NEAR MISS OVER THE PENNINES 

On January 6, 1995, a Boeing 737 on approach to Manchester Airport 
nearly collided with a UFO over the Pennines at a height of four thousand 
feet. Both the pilot and the first officer saw the illuminated, wedge-shaped 
UFO pass down the right-hand side of the aircraft at high speed. Neither 
man was certain how close the object had come to colliding with the 
aircraft (which was carrying sixty passengers), but the first officer in- 
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stinctively ducked as it flashed past. The MoD and the CAA launched in¬ 
vestigations, but no explanation was ever found. The nervous post-incident 
exchange of conversation between the aircraft and Manchester Air Traffic 
Control authorities was recorded and reads as follows: 

B737: C/s we just had something go down the RHS [right-hand side] 
just above us very fast. 

Manchester: Well, there's nothing seen on radar. Was it, er, an ac 
[aircraft]? 

B737: Well, it had lights; it went down the starboard side very 
quick. 

Manchester: And above you? 

B737: Er, just slightly above us, yeah. 

Manchester: Keep an eye out for something, er, I can't see any¬ 
thing at all at the moment so, er, must have, er, been very fast or 
gone down very quickly after it passed you I think. 

B737: OK. Well, there you go! 


THE PHOENIX LIGHTS 

In 1997 a wave of sightings took place over the city of Phoenix, Arizona, 
with hundreds of witnesses. Video footage was taken. The witnesses re¬ 
ported a series of lights in a v shape—either separate objects or maybe 
lights fixed to the underside of a single vast boomerang-shaped craft. To 
defuse the mounting panic and hysteria the Governor, Fife Symington III, 
held a press conference and had his chief of staff dress in an alien suit. 
Years later Symington—a former military pilot himself—confessed that 
he, too, had seen the UFO and apologized for the stunt. 
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UFO AT THE AIRPORT 

On the afternoon of November 7, 2006, pilots and airport employees at 
O'Hare International Airport in Chicago saw a gray, disk-like object hov¬ 
ering over the tarmac for several minutes. The witnesses said that it hov¬ 
ered for several minutes before shooting off at high speed. A particularly 
striking feature of the sighting was that the object departed with such 
speed that it apparently punched a hole in the cloud cover, at a height of 
around two thousand feet. Because nothing was tracked on radar, the FAA 
did not investigate the sighting, despite the obvious air safety issue. 


THE CHANNEL ISLANDS UFO 

v 

On April 23, 2007, Ray Bowyer, a commercial airline pilot, saw a massive 
yellow cigar-shaped UFO in the vicinity of the Channel Islands, between 
the United Kingdom and France. Some of his passengers saw it, too, as did 
at least one other pilot in the area. Air Traffic Control confirmed that the 
object was briefly tracked on radar but categorized it as "unknown traf¬ 
fic." Bowyer said that he wanted to chase the UFO but that the safety of 
his passengers had to come first. The MoD investigated the sighting but 
determined that the UFO had been in French airspace and was outside 
their jurisdiction. 


UFO IN NEAR MISS WITH POLICE HELICOPTER 

A spectacular encounter between a UFO and a police helicopter took place 
on June 8, 2008, in South Wales, over the military base at RAF St Athan, 
close to the Cardiff’ international airport. The helicopter, with a crew of 
three people onboard, was about to land when it was in a near collision 
with a UFO. Initially describing it as being disk shaped and covered in 
lights, early media reports suggested that a chase had taken place, with 
the helicopter pursuing the UFO south over the Bristol Channel and only 
breaking off pursuit when the UFO proved too quick and when they ran 
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low on fuel. After the story broke on June 20, the account of events changed 
and the police were careful to use the phrase "unusual aircraft," rather 
than "UFO." In addition, while confirming the sighting, they denied that 
a chase had taken place. Perhaps the most extraordinary aspect of the 
story was a quote from the MoD Press Office, where a spokesperson made 
the following comment: "But it is certainly not advisable for police heli¬ 
copters to go chasing what they think are UFOs." The advice was a virtual 
restating of Project Condign's "No attempt should be made to out-maneuver 
a UAP during interception" recommendation, though, as we have seen, 
the flight safety recommendations in the Condign Report do not appear 
to have been formally promulgated to the relevant aviation authorities, 
despite the DIS recommendation that this should be done. It's as if, out 
of embarrassment perhaps, an official somewhere said to himself, "We 
have a flight safety issue here, but as it relates to UFOs, I'll look foolish if 
I pass it on." 


I have not attempted an analysis of the individual UFO sightings pre¬ 
sented in this chapter. It is unlikely that a single neat solution could ex¬ 
plain all the various incidents presented here. What I have attempted to 
do is place into the record a brief overview of some of the cases that most 
impressed me and other government officials charged with undertaking 
official research and investigation into the UFO phenomenon. In doing so, 
I think a number of points become clear. First, as with the Rendlesham 
Forest incident, conventional explanations are unlikely. Second, the US 
and the UK governments (among others) take this issue seriously and still 
investigate, despite assurances to the contrary. Third, in order to give 
plausible deniability to the claims about not investigating UFO sightings 
and to take the issue outside the scope of the FOIA and further away from 
congressional/parliamentary scrutiny, the issue may have been handed off 
to some unofficial cabal of officials within the defense/intelligence com¬ 
munity or to a private corporation. As a former government official who 
has been involved in this activity I am reluctant to use phrases like "UFO 
cover-up," because they are constantly bandied about by the quirkier 
members of the UFO and conspiracy theory communities. But these com¬ 
munities have a point, as the evidence presented in this chapter shows. 
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There are lots of disparate elements to this and it's only when they are 
pieced together that a clearer picture emerges. 

If all this seems a little heavy, then I shall conclude this chapter with 
one of the more amusing assessments to emerge from the DIS. It goes back 
to the reasons we set up Project Condign and a 1995 document that read, 
in part: "If the sightings are of devices not of the earth then their purpose 
needs to be established as a matter of priority. There has been no apparent 
hostile intent and other possibilities are: 1) Military reconnaissance; 2) 
Scientific; 3) Tourism." 

Despite the lighthearted speculation, the intent was'more practical, as 
the document went on to set out: "We could use this technology, if it ex¬ 
ists." 


16. OTHER VOICES 


We have already heard how outspoken one former UK Chief of the De¬ 
fence Staff (the UK post broadly equivalent to the Chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff) has been in relation to the Rendlesham Forest incident. 
Lord Peter Hill-Norton wrote to the MoD many times about the incident 
after his retirement and raised the issue several times in Parliament, as we 
have seen. Of all the letters he sent, few articulate his views better than 
the one he sent to Lord Gilbert, Minister of State, at the MoD on October 
22, 1997. In addressing (or, rather, blowing out of the water) the MoD's 
untenable "no defence significance" assessment of the incident, Lord Hill- 
Norton summed up the issue as follows: 

My position both privately and publicly expressed over the last dozen 
years or more, is that there are only two possibilities, either: 

a. An intrusion into our Air Space and a landing by unidentified craft 
took place at Rendlesham , as described. 

Or 

b. The Deputy Commander of an operational, nuclear armed , US Air 
Force Base in England , and a large number of his enlisted men, were 
either hallucinating or lying. 
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Either of these simply must he "of interest to the Ministry of Defence/' 

which has been repeatedly denied, in precisely those terms. 

In this chapter, we shall look at some of the other opinions that have 
been offered on the Rendlesham Forest incident, by people whose opin¬ 
ions are relevant or particularly significant, given their position. 

Before moving on, I should say a few words about Lord Hill-Norton. I 
first heard of Lord Hill-Norton's interest in UFOs through Timothy Good, 
a UFO author and researcher whom I first met in the nineties. Good is 
an unusually erudite and sophisticated ufologist who had, for many years, 
been a professional violinist with the Royal Philharmonic Orchestra and 
the London Symphony Orchestra. At first I was skeptical that Good is on 
friendly terms with a former Chief of the Defence Staff, but when I checked 
I found to my astonishment that not only was this true, but also Hill- 
Norton had penned the foreword to a book on UFOs that Good had writ¬ 
ten. Hill-Norton was clearly a believer in extraterrestrial visitation and, 
even more surprisingly, had come to believe that the US and the UK gov¬ 
ernments knew (at some level) about this and were actively covering it up. 
This put me in a difficult position in my dealings with Lord Hill-Norton. 
While I was the MoD's SME on UFOs, I was at the junior managerial 
grade, and Lord Hill-Norton was a five-star military officer! Technically 
speaking, he was not retired, because though he had long since stepped 
down from his post as Chief of the Defence Staff (and later as Chairman of 
NATO's Military Committee), five-star officers stay permanently on the 
"Active List" in the United Kingdom, so that in time of war they can be 
recalled to serve, should the current service chiefs be killed. Moreover, 
Lord Hill-Norton had a ferocious reputation for biting the heads off junior 
officers who irritated him. It was with some trepidation that I placed my 
first telephone call to him, in response to a request for a briefing on some 
matter or another, the specifics of which I do not recall. When he an¬ 
swered the telephone with a terse, "Yes?" I slipped into overly rank-conscious 
politeness: "Oh, good morning. Lord Hill-Norton. Nick Pope here. How 
are you this morning, sir?" 

I was promptly cut off by his yelling down the phone: "Get on with it!" 

After a quick, "Yes, sir, sorry, sir," I briefed him, and he must have 
forgiven my unsteady start, because we stayed in touch long after I left 
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the MoD's UFO project. Indeed, he often asked me to draft letters for him 
on UFO-related matters—something that I undertook right up until his 
death in 2004. 

It might be supposed that if there was some big secret about UFOs, 
known only to a select few, a former Chief of the Defence Staff might be one 
of those entrusted with the secret. Hill-Norton was adamant that the sub¬ 
ject had never arisen while he was Chief of the Defence Staff, and I had 
no reason to doubt this. His frustration—and indeed anger—with the re¬ 
sponses he got from the MoD when he raised the issue seemed genuine. It 
was with regret that he told me he'd never once thought to raise the issue 
proactively while he was in post. 

Though Lord Hill-Norton seemed to favor the extraterrestrial hypoth¬ 
esis when it came to UFOs, he also lent his support to an initiative called 
UFO Concern, which was the brainchild of the Reverend Paul Inglesby. 
Inglesby favored a demonic explanation of UFOs, partly on the basis of the 
biblical description of Satan as being the "prince of the power of the air" 
(Ephesians 2:2). 

Burroughs and Penniston are certainly grateful to Lord Hill-Norton. 
Penniston has this to say about the man and his efforts in relation to 
Rendlesham: "I am grateful that such a man existed at the time to help 
enquire into the Rendlesham Forest Incident. Unfortunately, he too was 
stonewalled, because of compartmentalizing. An honorable man of integ¬ 
rity and absolute resolve. I think Lord Hill-Norton was dismayed over the 
fences which lay before him. It was total frustration for him. However, I 
am grateful he championed the case at his level." 

Burroughs wonders whether there was more to it than this: "It's pos¬ 
sible Lord Hill-Norton had some insight into what was really going on in¬ 
side the MoD with the phenomenon and wanted it to finally come out. He 
may not have known everything that went on, but he knew enough to know 
what was being said was not true and wanted something done about 
it; and Rendlesham clearly tied into the research the MoD did on Project 
Condign." 

Whatever the truth. Burroughs was clear that such a thing could never 
happen in America: "You never see people that high up in the US military 
break ranks and talk about things that are classified because of national 
security." 
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Though Lord Hill-Norton's lobbying never led to any change in gov¬ 
ernment policy on the issue, we have seen that his PQs and his letters 
certainly smoked out some interesting responses. In addition, for a field 
often portrayed by the media as being full of crackpots, it was enormously 
helpful for the UFO community to be able to show that one of its champi¬ 
ons was a former Chief of the Defence Staff. For American readers, the 
situation would be analogous to somebody like Cohn Powell speaking out 
positively on the issue and then accusing the DoD of covering up the 
truth! That might make a few headlines! The only surprise is how little 
media attention Lord Hill-Norton's outspoken views on UFOs gained in 
the United Kingdom. The explanation, ironically, is that belief in such 
things is so commonplace in the British establishment that it was hardly 
deemed noteworthy. Senior figures in the Royal Family and the senior ranks 
of the military and the intelligence community have long been interested 
in the occult and the paranormal, attending seances and studying subjects as 
varied as ghosts, UFOs, and crop circles. Figures who have taken an active 
interest in UFOs include Prince Philip, Earl Mountbatten of Burma, Lord 
Dowding, Sir Peter Horsley, and many others. The list of names is much 
longer, of course, but there are considerable sensitivities over this, for obvi¬ 
ous reasons. Despite all this, it is only in the United Kingdom, perhaps, that 
a former prime minister (Arthur Balfour) could agree to become the Presi¬ 
dent of the Society for Psychical Research. After all, the United Kingdom 
is a country where in 1979 the House of Lords (one of the two Houses of 
Parliament) held a three-hour debate on UFOs. 

In 1997 the United Kingdom's former prime minister Margaret Thatcher 
(subsequently Baroness Thatcher) was caught up in the controversy over 
the Rendlesham Forest incident. The instigator of this was the irrepress¬ 
ible Georgina Bruni, the author and journalist who would later secure the 
release of the MoD's file on the Rendlesham Forest incident (though not, of 
course, the DIS filejs], which were mysteriously destroyed) by using the 
Code of Practice on Access to Government Information. Bruni was very 
well connected in political and diplomatic circles, and in 1997 she at¬ 
tended a charity dinner in London where Baroness Thatcher was the guest 
of honor. Toward the end of the evening, the two women fell into conver¬ 
sation, at first discussing the rising importance of the Internet. Bruni had 
started one of the United Kingdom's first online magazines and Baroness 
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Thatcher was always seen as a champion of the business community, 
though she was somewhat nervous about computers and the Internet her¬ 
self. After a while, Bruni turned the subject of the conversation to UFOs 
and mentioned that she had spoken to a number of US military personnel 
who had seen UFOs or been involved in researching or investigating the 
phenomenon. Bruni specifically mentioned the Rendlesham Forest incident. 
Asked to comment on this, Thatcher retorted, "You can't tell the people." 
Bruni pressed the point and Thatcher rose to her feet and exclaimed, 
"UFOs!," causing her security detail to move forward. Bruni pressed the 
point. Thatcher offered the following statement: "You must get your facts 
right." Bruni tried a final time, but Thatcher amalgamated her two previous 
points and restated her view: "You must have the facts and you can't tell 
the people." At this point Bruni realized she would get no further, took 
Thatcher's hand, and thanked her for her time. 

So what exactly did Baroness Thatcher mean by these comments? The 
question has been debated by ufologists and conspiracy theorists at either 
end of the belief spectrum. "You can't tell the people" is one of those 
cryptic remarks that has two meanings in this context. On one hand, as 
believers say, it might mean that Thatcher was privy to some great secret 
about UFOs (and maybe specifically about the Rendlesham Forest incident) 
that she strongly believed should not be made public. The reason for this 
might be because it was highly classified or perhaps because it would 
cause shock on a societal scale. The idea that there would be "panic in the 
streets" if the government was to disclose that extraterrestrials had vis¬ 
ited Earth is one of a number of cliches that the UFO community is wed¬ 
ded to, though such a view is unsupported by any scientific research. 

Jim Penniston has this to say about Thatcher's remarks: "A slip of the 
tongue; an oops moment; she knew some things and she caught herself 
when questioned with that response." 

John Burroughs is more forthright on this point: "It's hard not to be¬ 
lieve she did not have any insight into what the MoD was working on and 
why it needed to remain classified. She was saying you have to get your 
facts straight—which no one has—and if you do, you can't let the cat out 
of the bag because of national security. Again, it's clear, based on the de¬ 
classified documents, that there's a race to weaponize the phenomenon— 
and you can't let any of that out." 
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Baroness Thatcher was Prime Minister at the time the Rendlesham For¬ 
est incident took place and was to become President Reagan's closest po¬ 
litical ally. Could Reagan and Thatcher have been privy to a secret about 
UFOs and might the Rendlesham Forest incident have been part of this? 
Reagan had seen a UFO himself, on two separate occasions, while serving 
as Governor of California. Later, as President, he caused a sensation in a 
1987 address to the United Nations, when he said, "I occasionally think how 
quickly our differences worldwide would vanish if we were facing an alien 
threat from outside this world." He made a similar point to the Soviet leader 
Mikhail Gorbachev, leading to a wide range of conspiracy theories suggest¬ 
ing that Reagan was trying to hint at the truth about UFOs. It has even been 
suggested by some that the real purpose of President Reagan's Strategic De¬ 
fense Initiative (popularly known as "Star Wars") was to lay the ground¬ 
work for building a defensive capability against hostile extraterrestrials. 

Skeptics interpret Thatcher's remarks in a more prosaic way, suggest- 

* 

ing that she simply meant that if people want to believe in UFOs no ratio¬ 
nal, skeptical arguments will dissuade them from their dogmatic point of 
view, making sensible discussion and debate with such people impossible. 

The second part of Baroness Thatcher's remarks to Bruni, "You must 
get your facts right" / "You must have the facts" is less controversial and 
according to those people who were close to Thatcher is the sort of thing 
she often said. As Prime Minister, particularly during the political cut and 
thrust of debate during Prime Minister's Question Time, Thatcher was 
well known for her mastery of complex briefs. She was a voracious reader 
and was well known for staying up late into the night reading every word 
of reports where most others would have read only the executive sum¬ 
mary. Being able to recall accurately the details of an issue was one of the 
ways in which she dominated her colleagues and officials, so her comment 
about the importance of having accurate facts is arguably just a statement 
of her personal philosophy. 

Georgina Bruni and Margaret Thatcher met on one further occasion, in 
the summer of 2006, at a social function on the terrace of the House of 
Commons. I do not know whether UFOs were discussed on this occasion, 
though a photograph taken of the two women at the time shows them 
smiling as they conversed, suggesting that Bruni's raising the topic of UFOs 
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and the Rendlesham Forest incident with the former prime minister had 
not resulted in her falling from favor or being dropped from the guest lists 
of such high-powered functions. 

Georgina Bruni died in 2008 and left no further records of her dealings 
with Baroness Thatcher on these matters. Baroness Thatcher never for¬ 
mally commented on her conversation with Bruni and died in April 2013. 
The precise meaning of her remarks on UFOs and on the Rendlesham For¬ 
est incident remains unclear. 

Georgina Bruni raised the question of what happened in Rendlesham 
Forest with at least one other senior politician, Michael Portillo. Portillo 
had been Secretary of State for Defence between 1995 and 1997. When 
Bruni asked him about the incident in 2000 he confirmed that he was 
aware of it but pointed out that it had taken place before he had been ap¬ 
pointed as Defence Secretary. Bruni pressed him, saying she was sure he 
had been briefed on the incident and asking if there was anything he 
would care to tell her either about Rendlesham or about the UFO phenom¬ 
enon more generally. He smiled and said, "I know a lot, but I tell a little." 
Such quips can be endlessly debated by the UFO community, but while 
they might imply that Portillo possessed some information about the inci¬ 
dent that he was not prepared to share, it could equally be the case that 
this was a lighthearted remark designed to fob off a persistent journalist 
and perhaps have a little fun with her at the time. Politicians—even at 
this senior level—are not averse to such things. 

As the Base Commander at the time of the incident, Colonel Ted Conrad 
was second in command of the twin bases, outranked only by the Wing 
Commander, Gordon Williams. Conrad was Halt's boss and the person 
who, when the two of them were told that the UFO had returned on the 
evening of December 27, decided that Halt should be the one to go out to 
investigate. 

Conrad has seldom commented on the Rendlesham Forest incident, but 
a UK newspaper. The Telegraph , quoted him on August 6, 2011. He was 
extremely skeptical: "We saw nothing that resembled Lt Col Halt's descrip¬ 
tions either in the sky or on the ground. We had people in position to vali¬ 
date Halt's narrative, but none of them could." 

He went on to set out some thoughts on the incident itself: 
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The search for an explanation could go many places including the per¬ 
petration of a clever hoax. Natural phenomenon such as the very clear 
cold air having a theoretical ability to guide and reflect light across 
great distances or even the presence of an alien spacecraft. 

If someone had the time , money and technical resources to deter¬ 
mine the exact cause of the reported Rendlesham Forest lights , I think 
it could be done. I also think the odds are way high against there being 
an ET spacecraft involved, and almost equally high against it being an 
intrusion of hostile earthly craft. 

Conrad's most forthright comments were saved for Halt, with specific 
reference to his allegation of a cover-up: "He should be ashamed and em¬ 
barrassed by his allegation that his country and England both conspired 
to deceive their citizens over this issue. He knows better." 

Halt was furious and fired a letter back to the newspaper. It stated in 
part: 

Ted Conrad is either having memory problems , has his head in the 
sand or [is] continuing the cover up. . . . 

Thru the years Conrad has made conflicting statements about the 
events . . . 

Now he's smearing those involved. It's pretty clear there was a 
very intense confrontation with something in the forest. Does Conrad 
want to talk about how the airmen were then subjected to mind con¬ 
trol efforts using drugs and hypnosis by British and American au¬ 
thorities ? 

Clearly there is more going on here than a mere disagreement over the 
facts or the interpretation—there is obviously huge personal animosity 
between Conrad and Halt. Likely, this tension existed long before the 
Rendlesham Forest incident. Are we dealing with two very different indi¬ 
viduals who would have perceived and reacted to the events (and the af¬ 
termath) in totally different ways, with Halt in the role of believer and 
Conrad as the skeptic? Or is this unfair to Halt, who experienced all this 
in a way that Conrad did not? Had Conrad made the decision to go out into 
the forest and ordered Halt to remain at the awards ceremony would their 
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roles now be reversed? Does Conrad's scathing criticism of Halt reflect ir¬ 
ritation at his perceived disloyalty, or is there a twinge of bitterness and 
regret there? In my official government research and investigation into 
UFOs, I have often heard witnesses tell me they would rather the event 
had not taken place. Conversely, many people tell me that they would love 
to see a UFO. Could the ultimate irony here be that Halt regrets being 
caught up in the Rendlesham Forest incident, while Conrad wishes that he 
had been? 

While Penniston has no particular view on this aside from wondering 
whether recollections differ over time and that "something personal" is 
involved, Burroughs believes it goes further than this and recounts a meet¬ 
ing he had with Conrad, in recent years, to try to nail down what hap¬ 
pened. Burroughs recalls that Conrad mentioned Occam's razor in relation 
to the events, i.e., that the simplest explanation is usually the correct one. 
But even when pressed twice, Burroughs recalls that Conrad never once said 
Burroughs was wrong. As Burroughs relates, Conrad told him, "You have to 
look at my standpoint; I was there to protect the senior officer [Williams]. 
That was my job—and still is." 

As Burroughs summarizes the situation: "Colonel Conrad has admitted 
an incident took place. What he's not willing to do is say what he feels it 
was. He's not happy that Colonel Halt has been so open with what he 
knows and in fact he told me personally Colonel Halt had broken the [in¬ 
formal] officers' code of silence by making statements he's not authorized 
to make." 

Paul Hellyer is the former minister of defence and deputy prime minis¬ 
ter of Canada. Amazingly for such a senior political figure (he is also a 
member of the elite Privy Council), he not only is interested in UFOs but 
also is a firm believer that some are extraterrestrial and that there is—at 
some level—an official cover-up on the issue. I have met him on several 
occasions, and he has also met Charles Halt, specifically to discuss the 
Rendlesham Forest incident. When asked, Hellyer set out his views on the 
matter as follows: 

The Rendlesham Forest case is an action thriller from start to finish. 

I refer to it as the absolute classic of UFO sightings because it contains 

all the elements and high drama that one only gets glimpses of in most 
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stories. All that , plus authentication by several totally reliable wit¬ 
nesses. First, a sighting by young non-commissioned officers that was 
greeted with the usual incredulity and much laughter; later a second 
sighting reported by a "white faced" officer , results in the deputy base 
commander being designated to investigate and, in his words, "put an 
end to this nonsense once and for all." Instead, what he saw changed 
the life of this tough, experienced Air Force Colonel forever—a mes¬ 
merizing story that is stranger than fiction. 

We live in a world where the word "hero" is overused and misused. 
But there are some genuine heroes out there and Dr. Edgar Mitchell is one 
of them. This former Navy captain and astronaut is also a member of one 
of the most exclusive "clubs" imaginable—he is one of only twelve people 
ever to have walked on the surface of the moon. Stories about astronauts 
encountering UFOs are for the most part spurious or based on misinter¬ 
pretations of things like debris from booster rockets. Apollo 14 lunar mod¬ 
ule pilot Edgar Mitchell has not seen a UFO himself but is a firm believer 
that UFOs are extraterrestrial and that elements within the US govern¬ 
ment are aware of this and are involved in disinformation—if not an ac¬ 
tive cover-up—to hide the truth about this. He believes that this truth 
includes confirmation that an extraterrestrial spacecraft did indeed crash 
at Roswell in 1947. Mitchell's beliefs come in part from things that he has 
been told by sources within government, the military, and the intelligence 
community. As he was an Apollo astronaut and all-American hero, clearly 
these are communities where Mitchell moves freely, at the highest levels. 
When I asked Dr. Mitchell about the Rendlesham Forest incident, he told 
me this: "The Rendlesham Forest UFO incident is important in that it oc¬ 
curred near a US military encampment in the UK, one not noted for inter¬ 
est in the UFO phenomenon. It was observed and reported by a number of 
personnel independently and consistently reported." 

Most people have an opinion on UFOs, and those opinions tend to be 
polarized, with some believing just about everything and others being 
deeply skeptical. Previously, Roswell has been the battleground on which 
this debate has played out, with believers championing the theory of a 
crash of an alien spacecraft, while skeptics push the theory that it was just 
a weather balloon. Now that Roswell has passed from living memory into 
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history, Rendlesham Forest is the new battleground, with a more diverse 
bunch of theories for believers and skeptics to grapple with. But for any¬ 
one wanting to portray UFO believers as crackpots and kooks, Rendle¬ 
sham poses a problem, because its proponents include not just the military 
personnel involved (compelling though their testimony is) but also senior 
political and military figures whom one would not normally associate 
with this subject. 

But endorsements and opinions are not enough. The witnesses to the 
Rendlesham Forest incident may be glad that they are believed at a high 
level, but all this counts for nothing in the absence of the official confirma¬ 
tion that they seek. 


17. THE SEARCH FOR ANSWERS 


When we began to research and write this book, we realized that it would be 
highly advantageous to use the Freedom of Information Act to seek informa¬ 
tion about the Rendlesham Forest incident from various US government 
agencies. It was fortunate, therefore, that John Burroughs and Jim Penniston 
were already in touch with a Mississippi attorney, Pat Frascogna, who had 
considerable experience exploiting the US Freedom of Information Act and 
taking on large bureaucracies. 

If as the evidence strongly suggests, the object that landed in Rendlesham 
Forest generated radioactivity that MoD scientists assessed as being "signifi¬ 
cantly higher than the average background," one can well understand why 
Burroughs and Penniston are even more eager than the other witnesses for an 
official explanation. Fortuitously; Pat Frascogna was an expert in the very 
areas that we needed to take forward the investigation. Even more fortu¬ 
itously, he had already embarked on a quest to probe various agencies that 
might have information and/or records pertaining to the incident and to Bur¬ 
roughs and Penniston themselves. Moreover, because Frascogna had a per¬ 
sonal interest in UFOs, he was (with the full consent of Burroughs and 
Penniston) prepared to share the results of his work and was prepared for the 
details to be published. 

On most occasions, when writing a book, an author paraphrases and/or 
summarizes a vast amount of primary source material, quoting from it di- 
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rectly where most appropriate. However ,, with material written by an attor¬ 
ney, there are clear dangers for an author in attempting to summarize and/or 
paraphrase the text. In legal language , altering even a single word can have a 
dramatic effect on the meaning. Accordingly , what follows in this chapter — 
with the exception of some final concluding remarks—is written entirely by 
Pat Prascogna, so as not to alter the meaning in any way. 


In 2008 I happened to see an episode of the TV show UFO Hunters titled 
"Military vs. UFOs." This episode was my first ever introduction to the 
Rendlesham Forest incident. Although I certainly had no idea at the time that 
episode aired, it was the beginning of a journey that would years later lead 
me to John Burroughs and Jim Penniston. The Rendlesham Forest encoun¬ 
ter immediately struck me as very different from the vast majority of UFO 
sightings. I was so fascinated by the incident and its witnesses that I steeped 
myself in Internet sources regarding it. Three years subsequent I was ready 
to confront the principals of the story, John and Jim, and invited them to 
Mississippi to speak at the first UFO conference ever held in the state. In 
reality, I organized that conference just so I could meet these gentlemen, 
Linda Moulton Howe, and Tom Carey, a leading expert on the Roswell 
crash. It was from the 2011 conference I organized in Mississippi featuring 
John and Jim that they invited my participation with them to search for 
answers. As an attorney of twenty-two years and longtime local impresa¬ 
rio, I was both honored and eager to volunteer my time and lend expertise 
to their cause. The decision to help these gentlemen was an easy one. 

In 2011 and 2012 many FOIA requests were propounded on govern¬ 
ment agencies. These agencies included the Central Intelligence Agency 
(CIA), NSA, DIA, Department of the Air Force (DAF), DARPA, via the 
DoD, Department of State, AFOSI, and Department of Veterans Affairs. 
Considering the fact that John and Jim each served in the Air Force for 
many years, that they were stationed at RAF Bentwaters in 1980 during 
the height of the Cold War, and that they were entrusted with protect¬ 
ing military assets and advanced destructive ordnance would, by itself, be 
enough to assume that at least one of the agencies listed previously 
would "remember" them in their files. Add to those facts the events in 




222 / ENCOUNTER IN RENDLESHAM FOREST 


Rendlesham Forest in December of 1980 and it seems rather certain that 
John and Jim would have quite a paper trail of records of the time they 
served their country in its armed forces. Not the case if, that is, one is to 
believe the litany of phrases contained in the responses to our FOIA re¬ 
quests. The first round of FOIA requests in late 2011 made identical re¬ 
quests for both John and Jim: 

I have been retained by [Penniston/Burroughs], formerly of the United 
States Air Force, who was stationed at RAF Bentwaters and RAF 
Woodbridge near Suffolk, England in December of 1980. An original 
Declaration signed by Mr. Penniston pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1746 is 
included herewith. Under the Freedom of Information Act, 5 U.S.C. 
Subsection 552, I am requesting any and all information and/or rec¬ 
ords, regardless of format, which name specifically and/or reference in 
any manner, my client in connection with RAF Bentwaters and/or 
RAF Woodbridge; and "lights," "plasma fields," "unidentified aerial 
phenomenon (UAP)," "craft," and/or "vehicle(s)" in the Rendlesham 
Forest, commencing December 25, 1980 through December 31, 1981. 

In early 2012, another round of FOIA requests was dispatched, again 
identical for each gentleman, and sent to all the same agencies as before: 

I have been retained by . . . [Penniston/Burroughs], formerly of the 
United States Air Force (USAF), who was stationed at RAF Bentwa¬ 
ters and RAF Woodbridge near Suffolk, England in December of 
1980. An original Declaration signed by Mr. . . . [Penniston/Bur¬ 
roughs] pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1746 is included herewith. Under the 
Freedom of Information Act, 5 U.S.C. Subsection 552,1 am requesting 
any and all information and/or records, regardless of format, which 
name specifically and/or reference in any manner, Mr. . . . [Penniston/ 
Burroughs] in connection with his service in the USAF while stationed at 
RAF Bentwaters and/or RAF Woodbridge, specifically, during the time 
period commencing December 25, 1980 through December 31, 1981. 

The responses we received to both rounds of FOIA requests were inter¬ 
esting but certainly not revealing of any specific information: 
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CIA: The CIA can neither confirm nor deny the existence or nonex¬ 
istence of records responsive to your request. 

NSA: A thorough search of our files was conducted, but no records 
responsive to your request were located. 

DIA: The Defense Intelligence Agency has determined that any re¬ 
sponsive files would have been transferred to the National Person¬ 
nel Records Center. 

DOD: A search of the records systems maintained by the Defense 
Advanced Research Projects Agency revealed no records respon¬ 
sive to your request. 

DAF: After a thorough review of your request, it is determined that 
the requested records are no longer under our purview. 

AFOSI: We have conducted an extensive search of our files and ran 
Defense Central Index of Investigations (DCII) database checks and 
other various AFOSI databases checks. It has been determined that 
the Air Force Office of Special Investigations is not maintaining any 
information responsive to your request. 

State Department: Some or all of the records you have requested do 
not appear to be State Department records (other agency [Depart¬ 
ment of the Air Force] information may be attached). 

In other words, none of the agencies quoted seem to know anything about 
a John Burroughs or a Jim Penniston, despite the fact they were most cer¬ 
tainly in the USAF many years. 

In addition to the FOIA requests we propounded, efforts have been 
made to obtain John's and Jim's medical records from their years in the 
service, specifically coincident with their time at RAF Bentwaters in 1980. 
These records would, perhaps, reveal what it was John and Jim were ex¬ 
posed to in Rendlesham Forest in 1980. Physicians of John's, especially, 
have requested he obtain such records to aid in their assessment of the 
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health problems he has suffered ever since his encounter in the forest. This 
has become a very serious request, indeed, that professional medical per¬ 
sonnel have repeatedly asked John to provide them. 

Unfortunately, this has proven to be a particularly aggravating quest. 
The reader should recall that these medical records were requested as part 
of every FOIA request issued for which none, even from the DAF, were 
produced in response thereto. However, John's and Jim's medical records 
have been sought separately, as well. Letters making requests and agency 
forms filled out by John and Jim have netted little more than statements 
like "When we have completed our search for records responsive to your 
request, . . . [we] will send you another letter telling you the results of 
that search and our next step in processing your request," only to never 
hear anything from the Department of Veterans Affairs again. John Bur¬ 
roughs has even tried obtaining his medical records with the assistance of 
former Arizona senator Jon Kyi, who, after almost a year, had no luck 
whatsoever in getting John's records. Senator Kyi did, however, through 
the many months he tried to help John, reveal to him that there is a 
classified-records section of Veterans Affairs (VA). Evidently, John's rec¬ 
ords are classified, but why they would be is unknown. 

The first ten years of my legal career were spent chiefly in criminal 
defense work, including three years as a full-time public defender. The 
decade-plus since then I have primarily been engaged in consumer protec¬ 
tion lawsuits against well-funded corporate defendants. I have been ex¬ 
posed to and am very familiar with institutionalized deceit of corporate 
defendants in their business practices. Moreover, the compartmentaliza- 
tion of the deceit in corporate defendants I have seen produces many "left 
hands" never knowing that the "right hands" even exist, let alone what 
role in perpetuating the deceit they play. The responses we received to 
John's and Jim's FOIA requests remind me exactly of this. As is obvious 
by the previously quoted responses to our FOIA requests, nobody claims 
to know or have anything to produce, not just regarding the Rendlesham 
Forest incident but regarding John or Jim, either! For example, the Air 
Force was asked if they had "[any] information and/or records, regardless 
of format, which name specifically and/or reference in any manner, Mr. 
Penniston in connection with his service in the USAF while stationed at 
RAF Bentwaters and/or RAF Woodbridge." The response we received to 
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that seemingly simple question was that any such records "are no longer 
under our purview/' Contrast that ridiculous response with that of the 
State Department when asked the same question; they responded by ad¬ 
vising us to ask the Department of the Air Force and provided us with 
contact information for same. As if those responses were not spurious 
enough, then it was the response we received from the CIA that is the 
most tantalizing. Their use of the Glomar response or denial, "can neither 
confirm nor deny," raises the question that if they have nothing in their 
files on the Rendlesham incident, then why not just say so? In addition to 
invoking the Glomar denial, the CIA has further stated in their response: 

The fact of the existence or nonexistence of requested records is cur¬ 
rently and properly classified and is intelligence sources and methods 
information that is protected by section 6 of the CIA Act of 1949, 
as amended , and section 102A(i)(l) of the National Security Act of 
1947, as amended. Therefore, you may consider this portion of the 
response a denial of your request pursuant to FOIA exemptions (b)(1) 
and (b)(3 ), and [Privacy Act] exemptions (j) (1) and (k)(l). 

Section (b)(1), as referred to here, reads "exempts from disclosure in¬ 
formation currently and properly classified, pursuant to an Executive 
Order." 

Section (b)(3), also referred to here, reads "exempts from disclosure in¬ 
formation that another federal statute protects, provided that the other 
federal statute either requires that the matter be withheld, or establishes 
particular criteria for withholding or refers to particular types of matters 
to be withheld. The (b)(3) statutes upon which the CIA relies include, but 
are not limited to, the CIA Act of 1949." 

Sections (j)(l) and (k)(l) of the Privacy Act, as cited by the CIA, read, 
respectively, as follows: "exempts from disclosure certain information 
maintained by the Central Intelligence Agency" and "exempts from dis¬ 
closure information properly classified, pursuant to an Executive Order." 

Thus, according to the CIA, our FOIA request for "any and all informa¬ 
tion and/or records, regardless of format, which name specifically and/or 
reference in any manner Mr. Penniston [or John Burroughs] in connec¬ 
tion with his service in the USAF " is denied because disclosure of that 
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information would violate an Executive Order and federal statute protects 
such information from disclosure. 

The governmental response to our FOIA requests is essentially no dif¬ 
ferent from what I have seen countless times in suing corporate entities. 
First, there are many strata that comprise the corporation/agency/et ce¬ 
tera. These layers typically operate independently of the other, nor do 
they really have access to what the others do. Some might properly call 
this compartmentalization. Second, despite the multiplicity of layers, there 
is a grand design to them. They are each part of an overall scheme or pur¬ 
pose, and they always have a built-in defense mechanism to stop intrud¬ 
ers. Thus, whether it be learning the dirty and unethical business practices 
of a company or the secrets of our government, the same deployment of 
denials and feigning ignorance about what is really going on are the all- 
too-common methods used to keep the truth from the light of day. 


Pat Frascogna's report, which was reproduced verbatim, here, is only an ex¬ 
ecutive summary of a lengthy and complex effort on his part. In view of the 
unsatisfactory nature of the responses received to date, work is ongoing and 
further attempts are being made to secure acceptable answers from the vari¬ 
ous agencies concerned. 

We do not intend to comment at length on the material presented in this 
chapter. We should, however , make one point. In cases where files have been 
shredded or documents lost, there is always a debate to be had over whether 
such things are indicative of a conspiracy or whether it might simply be a case 
of bureaucracy. It is certainly the case that in any large organization files and 
documents go missing or staffs, for whatever reasons, are unable to locate 
them. However, in government, the military, and the intelligence agencies 
document security and information management are generally taken ex¬ 
tremely seriously, for obvious reasons, especially where classified and/or sen¬ 
sitive operations are concerned. 

How can we decide whether this is conspiracy or bureaucracy ? First, 
readers will recall that this is not the first time information relating to the 
Rendlesham Forest incident has gone astray. On some of the nights at the 
time of the incident; the radar cameras were apparently turned off; when they 
were turned on, the films were fogged; several people who took photos of the 


THE SEARCH FOR ANSWERS / 111 


UFO (including Jim Penniston) were subsequently told that the images had 
not come out; most critically, DIS UFO files covering the period of the inci¬ 
dent were destroyed, without anybody being able to say why or by whom. At 
the very least, one can say that a pattern is beginning to emerge and the dif¬ 
ficulty Frascogna has had securing documents and medical records certainly 
fits this pattern. Second, Frascogna is an experienced and tenacious lawyer, 
well used to taking on large and powerful organizations. If the sorts of re¬ 
sponses he received suggested simply an administrative error, he would say 
so. He has not. His experienced assessment is that something else is going on 
here. • 

Where does this leave us? Frascogna's efforts are continuing and help will 
be enlisted from other political figures in an attempt to secure access to the 
relevant records. In the United States, the military are highly regarded, 
whether they are serving members or veterans. Long gone are the dark days 
when returning veterans of the Vietnam War were treated so shamefully. 
Veterans of more recent wars, in Iraq and Afghanistan, are rightly regarded 
as heroes. The oft-used phrase "Thank you for your service" is said with 
genuine feeling. Against this background, it is puzzling and troubling that 
Frascogna has not been able to secure the medical records of two ex-service 
personnel who believe they are suffering adverse health as a result of an inci¬ 
dent that took place while they were in the military. 

John Burroughs and Jim Penniston will continue to work with Pat Fra¬ 
scogna, but the quest for a response from officialdom is only one half of the 
current story. Recently Burroughs and Penniston have become not just the 
focus of the ongoing campaign for answers about what the various military 
witnesses saw and experienced but also the two people at the center of a 
storm threatening to engulf the entire UFO, conspiracy theory, and alterna¬ 
tive belief community. Because Burroughs and Penniston have recently re¬ 
vealed new details of what happened when they encountered the UFO on the 
first night. And these new details change everything. 


18. THE RENDLESHAM CODE 


Over the years, as bits and pieces of the Rendlesham story came to light, 
Jim Penniston kept one staggering aspect of his encounter secret. In chapter 
1, we heard how out of all the witnesses who saw the UFO over three 
nights he came the closest. Indeed, he touched it. The secret he kept to 
himself, for over thirty years, is that when he touched it something ex¬ 
traordinary happened. Essentially, Penniston claims that when he touched 
a particular symbol he received a sort of "telepathic download" of ones 
and zeros, which he now believes was a binary code message. 

Here, in Penniston's own words, is what happened when he approached 
the craft: 

As I move along the left side of the craft , I see what appears to be 
symbols of some kind, which were coming into view , as I move closer , 
my heart is beating as if it would jump out of my chest , as I write 
down what I am observing. I am shaking , it is beyond control , and I 
cannot stop this shaking. I stretch my hand out and close it into a fist , 
trying to regain steadiness. It seemed to help a little. As I look down 
the side of the craft, I see the inscription, is like nothing I have ever 
seen before , no aircraft marking , or no writing that I can identify. I 
am in an immense feeling of being overwhelmedstacked with a feel¬ 
ing of total disbelief. After quickly drawing the glyphs down in my 
notebook , I was ready for a second go-around of this craft-of- 
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unknown-origin, so I put my notebook back in pocket and initiated the 
second walk around on the 360, more concentrating on the detail of the 
craft, and the fact it seems to be defying gravity by the absence of ob¬ 
servation of landing gear , or at least landing gear as I have known it 
to be. As I walked down the right side of the craft, I realized that I 
was still intact, and not harmed. I was making small moves of assess¬ 
ment, noting that no sign of threat or aggression was apparent to this 
point. I figured if I was to die, it would have happened by this point. 
A small feeling of relief enveloped me. So I decided to take it a step 
further, I decided to touch the outer skin of the craft. Or maybe I was 
compelled to do that, it was never clear to me. As I ever so slowly 
walked or shuffled, I took my hand and touched the craft momen¬ 
tarily, then I started to shuffle along while taking my hands and run¬ 
ning them along the side of the craft. One hand over the other, as I 
moved around it. After almost a complete circle I come back to the 
symbols or glyphs if you will. Running my left hand from the smooth 
fabric to a course sandpaper feel of the glyphs, slowly feeling and trac¬ 
ing with my hand these pictorials. I run the bottom glyphs which 
measured about three feet long and a hand print high in height. Was 
the first one touched, then then I traced my finger tips on and then on 
to the next . . . then on to the last one in the line of glyphs, I moved my 
fingers over this one. Then above the hand wide height of these glyphs 
that ran along for about two feet or so, was a much larger one, one 
that was more intriguing, and one which seemed to take on more im¬ 
portance than the others did. It measured I will estimate a couple of 
hands high and about three hands wide. It was a large etched or em¬ 
bedded circle, with a large triangle running from top to bottom. With 
two smaller circles, one at the top of the triangle and one slightly 
larger one on the bottom right of the triangle. 

I left not touching the large one, till last, it seemed like this was by 
design. I was curious but I felt that this was the key to the craft. I took 
my fingers and ran them slowly around the outer circle of the craft. I 
then took my fingers off, and hesitated while making a closed hand, 
and then I opened my hand and flatly pressed the palm of my hand on 
the large triangle. What was to happen next, defies reality. For I was 
no longer to see, what I was seeing in what I will call the mind's eye. 
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Was bright and steady brilliant light, I was squinting ? Then the stream 
of ones and zeros ran relentlessly and I was unable to see my surround¬ 
ings, I was scared, though I seemed to understand it was not harmful, 
but required. I am not sure how long this took place, this bright light 
with flashing of these ones and zeros. Seconds, or minutes, it seemed 
like a brief moment. Unable to pull my hand back, I finally had it re¬ 
lease my hand. As quickly as the release of my hand from the triangle, 
the ones and zeros stopped. Thank God, I thought, I quickly started 
looking at my hand, I was examining it for damage. Seeing none, I was 
not going to do that again. No need to have physical contact again with 
the craft. Scary and unreal it all was. 

I started to see the craft generating color through the fabric of 
the craft again. It started to become bright again, and began moving 
through the trees and then hovered at the top of the trees and with a 
flash and a blink of eye it was gone. 

I hear movement to my right; it's John. I am wondering where he 

* 

had come from and where was he during this encounter. My thoughts 
are broken with John quickly pointing to a direction out in the farm¬ 
er's field. "There it is, Jim, let's go!" As quickly as he said that, he 
was off and I was right behind him. 

So what happened with those flashes? Well, years later , I find 
that they are not just ones and zeros; I always had a thought or feeling 
that they meant something ,, but never acted on it. It is like all was 
supposed to wait. Like everything had its own time line. Or it could be 
something simpler; like a part of the condition of Post-Traumatic 
Stress Disorder (PTSD). Time kept travelling on, and then more than 
a decade passes and finally some answers about those ones and zeros. 
Apparently the binary codes were a direct result of contact with a phys¬ 
ical craft, a craft of unknown origin. Meaning it was an unidentified 
craft and where it came from is still unknown. 

The next day, while looking at my notebook . . . the glyphs in par¬ 
ticular, I have had the codes running through my head since the incident 
the day before. I had a feeling to write them down . . . for I did and 
immediately after finishing them the codes were gone from my mind. 
I was finally at rest with them. The notebook was then put away and 
retired to a box. For a new one for work I had available. My thoughts 
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at the time , although profound , were actually much simpler. I wanted 
it to go away; and I had no need to talk about it either. For this was 
not to be the case. 

It would be tempting to dismiss Penniston's claims out of hand. Some 
people will doubtless do so, and that is their right. However, it is not as 
simple as that, because Penniston's claims cannot be taken in isolation but 
must be considered as part of the wider series of events. The UFO he saw 
was seen by others, including the Deputy Base Commander. It was tracked 
on radar and left physical traces such as damage to the trees and—most 
tellingly—radiation levels that were assessed by the MoD as being sig¬ 
nificantly higher than background levels. Moreover, Penniston is hardly your 
average witness. At the time of the encounter he was a staff sergeant who 
was the on-duty flight chief at one of the most sensitive military installa¬ 
tions in NATO. Because of the nature of his responsibilities, he had been 
formally evaluated and judged to be fully compliant with the USAF's PRP. 

In writing this book, I had numerous questions for Penniston about 
this aspect of the story. Rather than write up an account based on our 
various discussions, I have made the decision to reproduce a lengthy state¬ 
ment that Penniston drew up for me in March 2013. I will make only a few 
minor, explanatory comments. This is a strategy familiar to me from my 
government work, where in the world of intelligence analysis the raw data 
is all-important. An example of this is the Iraq War, where the media and 
the public were told that Iraq possessed weapons of mass destruction—a 
questionable (and maybe political) analysis that was extremely difficult to 
reconcile with the raw data. 

I think it is abundantly clear from what follows that Penniston is still 
traumatized and confused by these events to this day. His direct and 
frank writing style marks him out as somebody who shoots from the hip 
and I have not sought to tone this down: 

The binary code or should I call it the binary enigma ? To tell you 
where it is now at , I think we must go back and look at how the ex¬ 
change of ones and zero happen in the first place. 

On night one or the 26 th of December 1980 is where it had all 
started and I could not have foreseen what the impact for me on this 
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would be. The binary codes were a direct result of my unexpected and 
humbling contact with a physical craft, during the first night. As I 
investigated the remarkable event, I was seeing things that were unex¬ 
plainable at the time and for that matter are unexplainable today. The 
longer around the phenomena, the more confusing it all appeared. As 
each moment passed with a flow of unknowns that were unfolding 
before me. I was trying my best to evaluate what it was, and more 
importantly what it wasn't. I had asked myself: how could this be 
happening ? I was trying to conceive a rational explanation, of what 
this could be. And I kept asking myself why was it sitting in front of 
me in this small clearing at a forest ? As I observed, I knew that this 
technology was extremely advanced, far above any that I had seen to 
that time, and even to this day. 

Thus leaving the only way to report is to keep it strictly in military 
terms. My military assessment (one that would be acceptable in my 
reports), a craft of unknown origin, simply stating it was an unidenti¬ 
fied craft and where it came from is still unknown today with a 100 
percent certainty. The communication of binary codes (the term "bi¬ 
nary code" was unknown to me at the time and I did not make the 
connection until October 2010) was accomplished when I physically 
touched the craft's glyphs, which were located on the outside skin of 
the craft. It activated a technology which is unknown to me, and ap¬ 
parently to everyone else too. The technology then communicated a 
series of ones and zeros to me. The communication transfer was ac¬ 
complished within minutes. There was an area of about fifteen feet 
which surrounded the outside of the craft. This area I will call the 
bubble. For within the bubble, static electricity pulsed upon my clothes, 
skin, and hair. Also an appearance of slowing of time. The air seemed 
dead, not transmitting any sound. An extraordinary and sensational 
event, for sure, one that defied all I ever knew; or all I could ever 
imagine. 

The following day in the morning, at my then home in Ipswich, I 
finally had gotten up. After a very disrupted night of nightmares and 
very little sleep. During the night I was often wakening with thoughts, 
or rather images, of visions of ones and zeros running through my 
mind, my mind's eye. It was an overwhelming and scary experience 
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for sure. I had thought it was something on the verge of madness. I 
was struggling and I tried to compose myself the next morning. The 
trauma of the night/day before was finally starting to begin setting 
in. As I sipped on my cup of coffee, I felt so alone. As I was at the 
dining room table, I was so perplexed by the happenings of the day 
before. Trying to make sense, but more so, hoping and wishing these 
numbers would leave my mind. Overwhelming at times, and annoy¬ 
ing at best, the bigger worry was the fear I was somehow damaged 
or hurt from my contact with this thing. How can these ones and 
zeros seem to be imprinted in my mind like a hot branding iron? My 
only hope was they would dissipate as the hours and days would 
pass. Because there were no other options, for I was not going to the 
base hospital with this. If the incident was not a career ender, then 
reporting for medical treatment with a recount of ones and zeros 
keeping me awake and overwhelming my thoughts was surely not 
the way to go, and this I truly felt would be the end of my air force 
career. 

As I sat there, and picked up things that would later become evi¬ 
dence of that night, I relooked at the pod casts that I had made shortly 
after the encounter by us some 24 hours earlier. As I sat there in 
somewhat disbelief I slowly ran my fingers over the landing pod cast, 
still somewhat damp from being poured shortly after the incident and 
the day before. Picking it up at times and smelling the mustiness of the 
plaster of Paris, its odor was with the distinct smell of the forest floor 
clearly on it. 

As I reflected, my mind wondered in thought of what it could have 
been that me, Burroughs, and Cabansag saw and pursued at different 
points on that Friday night. If that was not enough, I was also think¬ 
ing of the flashes and the flashing of the blinding light, and the crazi¬ 
ness of the ones and zeros which seemed to flash across my sight, but 
only blind to all other things. And for God's sake, why could I still see 
them? Laying down the pod, I then picked up my notebook that I car¬ 
ried that night from the side counter where I had emptied my pockets 
from the day before after coming home from working my last mid¬ 
shift. I sat back down and began to thumb through the pages; I pa¬ 
tiently relooked at the glyphs that I had copied down. While I had 
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begun to start looking through the notebook for the third and then for 
the fourth time. 

The glyphs in particular had my attention. As I did this, the ones 
and zeros started coming back to me, almost bothersome as they start 
up again; there I sat, having what had kept me up the night before to 
start again. I had the ones and zeros begin to start running through 
my head again. Not blinding as before, but flashing in what seemed a 
sequential fashion. I was so worried that this trauma and feeling I 
could never share, this madness, with no one. I was actually wonder¬ 
ing if my sanity could survive this barrage. I was forever a prisoner of 
my own madness. Since the incident the day before, this was the new 
normal for me, so my thoughts were clearly were how was I going to 
survive this trauma that I have experienced? How could I even func¬ 
tion with day-to-day life, not to mention curing myself from it? It was 
then that it happened, a momentary lapse of reason. A thought of 
writing those "ones and zeros" down. The more I thought about it, the 
more I felt compelled and was at the fringes of obsession to copy what 
my mind's eye was seeing. I had an even more overwhelming urge or , 
more precisely, I had a feeling of compulsion to write them down, this 
was now imperative and it had to be done immediately without fur¬ 
ther delay. 

Finally I started by copying on the only available paper that I im¬ 
mediately had in front of me. It was my notebook. So I randomly 
flipped back to some new pages and so it began. So hesitantly I slowly 
started to write down the numbers, for I thought that this was begin¬ 
ning in the memory of madness. I first wrote a zero and then a one, 
and another, as I began to write it all down one number after another, 
as I was seeing the flashes in his mind. I wrote them down on a steady 
pace. As it progressed. Slowly as this act of madness was continuing. 
I was feeling a little better, a little bit that is. The small pieces of peace 
and fragments of satisfaction began. I started to write them down 
faster. I only had to stop a couple of times, because the pens I was us¬ 
ing to record these ones and zeros kept stopping and apparently kept 
running out of ink. Each time that would happen I would momentary 
panic while seeking another pen from the drawer of the cabinet, look- 
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ing for another pen. Finding one, I would then sit back down at the 
table; and began my quest, my mission again to write those ones and 
zeros down, through this episode of madness of writing them down; I 
was finally seeing greater relief I wrote effortlessly, as fast as they 
would flash in my mind, I would transcribe them to paper. 

I did this continuously for about three-quarters of an hour or so. 
What began out of an act of desperation and madness ended as fast 
as it had begun. Upon finishing the writing of these numbers. What 
started so quickly just stopped. Seeing no longer any images of those 
ones and zeros in my mind. Immediately after not seeing them no 
more and stopping of writing them, it was then the flashing of the 
ones and zeros was gone in their entirety from my mind. For the first 
time since it began , some 24 or so hours earlier , I was finally at rest 
with them. An immense feeling of relief came over me. But some¬ 
thing even worse stayed with my immediate thoughts. The thought of 
trauma and writing of these numbers like a madman. I asked my¬ 
self: how can I tell anyone about this ? The obsession to write down 
flashing numbers in my mind that were relentless since the encounter 
with glyphs on the craft. Who could I talk to? I surely could not go to 
the base clinic and complain about this ? I would be looked at like a 
madman I was solidly convinced. After all I was certified under the 
Personnel Reliability Program (PRP), I was on the firearms issue 
and carry list. And of course I had my security clearance. I thought 
that everyone that I would tell about the incident; they would be ob¬ 
ligated to report what I would say or had experienced. All the trap¬ 
pings of insanity were dripping all over it. Yep , most certainly it was 
a career-ender. 

One of the questions I wanted answered was whether the issue of the 
binary codes was raised in any of the debriefings and interrogations that 
followed the incident. Penniston's statement addresses this: 

The choice was clear , since writing those ones and zeros down , I was 
relieved that my mind was now clear and free of those things. Thoughts 
of what had tormented me from shortly after the incident and seemed 
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to run unabated were actually gone. I was free, and more importantly 
I was relieved. The situation before was not a situation to deal with by 
myself. As the minutes went by , the clearer things had become. For 
what had happened here, it looked like I was going to be alright. I felt 
normalness for the first time since the incident. Never to mention the 
madness of the ones and zeros again to anyone, for they are now his¬ 
tory and I am on my way to some normalness in my career. The ones 
and zeros are gone forever; or so I had thought, the madness of them 
would never be known. On the evening of the 28th of December 1980 
just after supper I received a call from a Sergeant who worked in the 
Security Police orderly room. He told me that he received a call from 
the Squadron Commander to have me report to the AFOSI building 
in the morning. I told him I would comply. Funny thing is, he never 
asked any questions either. 

Over the next few weeks and months I was methodically and con¬ 
sistently interviewed and interrogated by people within my chain of 
command, other Air Force agencies and others who were of other 
branches of service and other departments of the United States. Some¬ 
times remembering those discussions and interviews and sometime 
not remembering them for decades. Every time, I was promised that 
this was the last interview and it would be absorbed into the classified 
annals of data and I would need to tell or talk about it no more. This 
was not the case. I went through at least fourteen debriefings and two 
by non-air force personnel. And many that I would not remember 
until decades later. I gave all information from memory and at no 
time was the notebook ever brought up. The debriefs were always the 
last one and were all for the last time; for if it was not AFOSI , it was 
to be everyone in my chain of command and all that I would meet with 
an inquisitive question. At the AFOSI building I was told and was 
promised: tell all and tell it correctly with no omission and it would be 
the last of questions on Rendlesham. How untrue this would become, 
as the years passed. For these were to continue, no matter what I had 
said. For it was unknown to me at that time; or the other visits to 
AFOSI or wherever it would be, I would not have memory of them, 
well, at least until them being told in the hypnosis some fourteen years 
later. 
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So, bizarrely, Penniston chose not to raise the issue. Though he does 
not say so, I think this goes further than the simple fact that he wasn't 
asked about it. This seems disingenuous to say the least, because when one 
is asked to give a full account of an event the omission of a germane fact is 
nearly as bad as a lie. It seems to me that either the memory had been sup¬ 
pressed or he chose not to raise it, for fear of losing his PRP certification or 
even being discharged. 

The first time Penniston mentioned the codes was in 1994, shortly af¬ 
ter he left the USAF. Suffering from health problems and sleep disorders, 
he had no belief that the sleep disorders were a result of anything other 
than stress. Penniston privately contacted a local hypnotherapist who 
could address the sleep disorders and the associated waking up through¬ 
out the night. It is important to say that she had nothing to do with the 
UFO community, nor did she even believe in the paranormal. After a few 
appointments it was agreed upon to do a regression hypnosis session and 
during the taped interviews (taped for the hypnotherapist's notes) it was 
discovered that a portion of time in Penniston's memory was blocked. She 
said, "It was the first time I have ever encountered this, although I have 
read about it." What came out of the regression astonished the hypno¬ 
therapist as well as Penniston. 

Ufologists—particularly researchers into the so-called alien abduction 
mystery—often use regression hypnosis to try to recover hidden memo¬ 
ries of extraterrestrial encounters. Ufologists believe these memories have 
been either suppressed by extraterrestrials or repressed by the individual 
concerned, as a self-protection mechanism, with the traumatic memories 
taken out of conscious awareness. We have previously highlighted the 
debate over the validity of regression hypnosis in recovering lost memo¬ 
ries, but I present this information for readers to make up their own 
minds. The relevant part of Penniston's statement addresses some health 
issues before going on to cover the hypnosis session in which the binary 
codes are mentioned: 

In 1991 medical issues with my inner ear are now diagnosed as 
Meniere Disease. In 1993 I retire from the USAF. In 1994 I have se¬ 
vere sleep issues and post-traumatic stress from the incident, and con¬ 
tinuing problems from the now diagnosis of Meniere Disease. The 




238 / ENCOUNTER IN RENDLESHAM FOREST 


Veterans Administration treated Meniere Disease. They would not 
afford post-traumatic stress treatment for the incident. They said 
there was no evidence of anything happening at Bentwaters in 1980 
which could produce this condition. So I had to seek private help for 
the sleep disorder and the post-traumatic stress. I also sought to re¬ 
member, for I had memory voids of things from that time. 

Transcript extract of my second hypnosis session on September 10, 
1994,1 begin to break through an apparent post-hypnotic suggestion by 
the AFOSI hypnotizers to keep me from talking. The following are ex¬ 
cerpts from that second session in which the American and British in¬ 
telligence people seem to have anticipated before their sodium pentothal 
hypnosis that I received a telepathic download of binary numbers. 

Extract of Hypnosis Session, September io, 1994 

Hypnotherapist: You weren't supposed to understand the program? 

Penniston: No. By touching these things [the raised glyphs on the 
craft's surface] I activated these things. 

Hypnotherapist: You touched the symbols and you set off a program? 

Penniston: Yes. It was repairing itself All they wanted was a place to 
stay while it repaired itself 

Hypnotherapist: And by touching the symbols, you disrupted the re¬ 
pair program? 

Penniston: I activated a binary code. The two [government agent] 
men want to know why. 

Hypnotherapist: And what do you answer them? 

Penniston: They ask me if I ever had any other encounters with them 
[binary and them the time travelers]. I haven't. They are discussing it 
between themselves. The situation. They've got a problem. 
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Hypnotherapist: What's their problem? 

Penniston: Their problem is because I can't tell anybody. They ask no 

more questions about the craft. And they want to know [discussing 

with each other] what to do with me. 

This is a fascinating development. While theories about time travel 
have previously cropped up in ufology, they are uncommon and not pop¬ 
ular. So if the hypnotherapist was somehow leading the witness or if Pen¬ 
niston was confabulating (giving false information honestly, e.g., as a 
result of brain damage or a psychological disorder), one would expect him 
to come up with a story about extraterrestrials, not time travelers. But yet 
he was very clear on this, at one point stating, "They are time travelers— 
they are us." 

Penniston clearly had his own doubts about the time travel theory and 
about the binary codes. Indeed, he is at pains to point out that he did not 
originally connect the ones and zeros with binary code. 

Once the possibility had been raised, Penniston shared a small part of 
the codes with some trusted individuals. These included Linda Moulton 
Howe, a filmmaker and journalist with a strong interest in UFOs, Kim 
Sheerin, co—executive producer on the popular History Channel TV show 
Ancient Aliens', Nick Ciske, a Web designer who is an expert in ASCII (a 
character encoder) and binary code; Joe Luciano, a computer systems en¬ 
gineer who had experience of binary codes while working in the USAF; 
and Gary Osborn, an author with an interest in a wide range of esoteric 
subjects. 

Kim Sheerin recalls it like this: "In October of 2010, our production 
team spent a day with John, Jim, and Linda in Phoenix interviewing each 
of them on the Bentwaters incident. In describing the events of December 
26—28, 1980, Jim Penniston recounted the designs he saw on the craft-of- 
unknown-origin and described his experience of feeling compelled to 
write down ones and zeros shortly after touching the craft." 

Penniston says: 

It was around that time that there was a pause in shooting and John 

asked about a certain date and I said, "Yes, John, I have that written 
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in my notebook here." So when I started to thumb through the note¬ 
book looking for the date he asked for > I started to flip the ones and 
zeros pages. I was stopped by the producer and got the immediate at¬ 
tention of John and Linda, asking what .was that written in the note¬ 
book. Casually I tell them, "Oh, it is the ones and zeros from that 
night." Linda jumps up and said, "You wrote them down?" and I said, 
hesitantly, "Yes." Everyone was excited with what I have felt for thirty 
years was a product of my temporary madness from exposure to the 
craft that night. No one knew there at the film shoot that I was reluc¬ 
tant and also ashamed of what the ones and zeros meant to me that 
morning of the next day after the incident. It was a secret I kept only to 
myself until filming the shoot and until I made the slip about the ones 
and zeros. I told Linda and the rest of the film crew that I had written 
these down in my notebook. The original notebook I had from that 

night was in my hand. Well, everyone had pretty much stopped and got 

* 

excited and was curious about what I had told them. Everyone present, 
including John, asked me, "You recorded them1" and I said, "Yes." All 
eyes were on them at that point. Linda wanted some experts to see 
them. I agreed for her to do that . . . but unbeknown to her, I also gave 
copies of the codes to Kim Sheerin, for their expert to decipher. 

Previously, only the first five pages of Penniston's notebook have been 
made available. But for the first time in this book, all sixteen pages are be¬ 
ing revealed (the raw data are reproduced as appendix B). Following on 
from this, the following translation is offered by Penniston, based on the 
work of the various experts listed earlier. It consists of brief snatches of 
text, together with numbers, interpreted as latitudes and longitudes, the 
locations of which are given in brackets: 

EXPLORATION OF HUMANITY 666 8100 

52.0942532N 13.131269W (Hy Brasil) 

CONTINUOUS FOR PLANETARY ADVAN??? 


FOURTH COODINATE CONTINUOT UQS CbPR BEFORE 
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26.763177N 89.117768W (Caracol, Belize) 

34.800272N 111.843567W (Sedona, Arizona) 

29.977836N 31.131649E (Great Pyramid in Giza, Egypt) 

14.701505S 75.167043W (Nazca Lines in Peru) 

36.256845N 117.100632E (Tai Shan Qu, China) 

37.110195N 25.372281E (Portal at Temple of Apollo in Naxos, Greece) 
EYES OF YOUR EYES 

ORIGIN 52.0942532N 13.131269W (Hy Brasil) 

ORIGIN YEAR 8100 

Here are Penniston's final thoughts on the binary code and on the pos¬ 
sibility that this is a message from the future. It is a bizarre mixture. At 
times Penniston seems certain about things, but elsewhere it's clear that 
he's plagued by anxiety and self-doubt: 

So the above is the binary code decipher ; or as I refer to it the binary 
enigma. As I have always said from the very beginning of my exposure 
and witnessing of the incident, it was clear that I could with 100 per¬ 
cent certainty tell you what the craft was not. The hard part is this: 
what exactly was it? It was not an airplane in the Jane's Book of 
Known Aircraft, or many other things. What I cannot tell you is ex¬ 
actly what it was. It is just like this binary? How can it be possible to 
receive such information from contact that night? How could I go 
home and 24 hours later write these ones and zeros down from mem¬ 
ory? How, why, and a thousand more questions I have. Under hypno¬ 
sis, I reveal that they are time travelers from the future. 

I have a detailed tale of them while under this hypnosis in extreme 
detail. Then I have the real evidence: the written binary, the day after 
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the event; the glyphs observed on the side of the craft; the pod casts that 
were made later on the morning after the event. Why does this trans¬ 
late in English and not some alien language that cannot be understood? 
Why did the aircraft have remotely terrestrial similarities? 

So how can it be that the physical evidence seems to back up the 
hypnosis ? It is all good food for thought, I guess. Will we really have 
the answers to this enigma? My thoughts on this: a firm yes. 

During my investigation and in the course of my research with the 
time traveler evidence (as it kept coming up at various points when 
looking for the definitive answers to Rendlesham and the enigma), the 
answer to that question is that there are no definitive answers at this 
point in time. In recent years I find that Rendlesham is not the only 
incident which other military have evaluated as time travelers. I find 
that I am not the only one who has suggested this, by looking at the 
evidence of a particular case. The same thing happened with Project 
Avalon: they were talking about the Roswell visitors and Admiral 
George Hoover said that "these visitors were us from the future. They 
were time travelers; they weren't extraterrestrials." Now other re¬ 
searchers and whistle-blowers have spoken about the same thing and 
this is fascinating in itself. But what Admiral George Hoover said 
"the biggest secret" really was—it had to do with the abilities and the 
power of the consciousness of these travelers. Because they were us 
from the future, what the military authorities had found out was what 
humans are really capable of. This had been buttoned up really tight, 
because if we knew how powerful we really were, how powerful we 
really could be, then we would cause chaos around us, and this could 
never be permitted. We could rearrange the reality around us in the 
way that we wanted to, in the way that—if this is real—the future 
humans had learned how to do, which gives them access to these sorts 
of incredible abilities, such as time traveling. 

I have my own beliefs, but in no way expect you to blindly go with 
my thoughts or my beliefs on this. If I were walking in your shoes, 
well, I would look at the evidence that has been presented in this book. 
I would then take a step back and then would look at all the evidence 
and systematically evaluate the evidence with the binary and draw my 
final conclusions myself. You must decide is this as Jim Penniston be- 
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lieves, that it is time travelers from our future came back in time to 
1980; or is it something totally different than that? It is for you to de¬ 
cide. A question running through my thoughts is this: why did I decide 
for this binary message to be made public ? After all, it could be con¬ 
ceived as a private message, for only me to know. But then I ask why 
would it be me? I am only one of many, so I think that the only answer 
that I can give is the most honest and simple. So my thinking is that it 
is for all of mankind and not one man. After all, if they are really us 
from the future, then this is a message for all of us, from us in the fu¬ 
ture, giving me this conclusion for myself about the binary: what if the 
whole point to the contact in December 1980 was for us to publish this 
binary message at this point in time? It is my thought, but if they are 
from the future the great part of that thought is that sometime in the 
future we will know if it is true or not. Is there more to come? Yes, I 
believe there is much more to come! 

It is extremely difficult for me to evaluate the material in this chapter. 
Indeed, I was tempted to conclude with the age-old phrase used by intel¬ 
ligence analysts when confronted by intriguing claims from a single 
source, unsubstantiated by a secondary source: "interesting, if true." But 
readers will expect something less glib and Penniston deserves better 
than this. 

First, is Penniston telling the truth? This is impossible to verify, though 
I would make one observation on this point. The most compelling aspects 
of the Rendlesham Forest incident are the events that were witnessed by 
several people, such as when Burroughs and Penniston witnessed the UFO 
at close range on the first night and when Halt and his men saw the UFO 
fire light beams at the ground on the subsequent night; it's the corroborat¬ 
ing evidence such as the charred trees, the radiation readings, and the ra¬ 
dar evidence. Penniston is the first to acknowledge that the binary message 
is much more problematic in evidential terms. Thus, this aspect of the 
story may seem less credible. This being the case, Penniston has more to 
lose than to gain by telling this story. 

Is it possible that Penniston is confabulating, as mentioned previously 
in this chapter? Confabulation (sometimes called honest lying) is where 
someone is telling the truth as they perceive it but where events did not 
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take place as described. This can be the consequence of a brain injury, 
Alzheimer's disease, or any number of psychological or psychiatric dis¬ 
orders. Might all this be the consequence of the drugs and hypnosis 
that many claim were administered after the event, during the debrief¬ 
ings and interrogations? Penniston himself recalls only one debriefing 
from the AFOSI, with all others administered by the command element. 
Could it be a result of the regression hypnosis Penniston underwent vol¬ 
untarily, with a hypnotherapist? The hypnotherapist wasn't a ufologist 
and Penniston had only attended because he wasn't sleeping properly, so 
it's unlikely that the hypnotherapist led Penniston down this road. Or 
could it be a consequence of a mixture of these various factors? How¬ 
ever, the pages of Penniston's police notebook, which contain the code, 
are dated December 26 and 27, 1980. And Penniston has always main¬ 
tained an absolute willingness to have the notebook forensically tested 
and dated, if this is possible, to prove the code wasn't added later. So 
Penniston himself is adamant that this is not the consequence of drugs 
and hypnosis. 

Here is what Penniston wrote about this in 2010, in an attempt to make 
sense of it all: 

Any inconsistencies in my account can easily be attributed to the med¬ 
dling of the inept debriefing and the drug-induced attempted extrac¬ 
tion of information by the U.S. agents at the AFOSI building, or quite 
possibly by the phenomenon itself The other factor is simply my state 
of mind at the time of the incident. I was shaken deep within every 
fiber of myself by all that I saw and experienced, in the midst of doing 
my job that night. It was more than unraveling and disturbing for me. 

It was "life-changing." This does not take into account my private 
ordeal at home with the binary hell I was encountering, as well as other 
things immediately after the incident. I believe I was possibly a primary 
reason for Colonel Halt's inconsistencies in his infamous sanitized 
memo as well and the initial confusion about many things with the 
incident. Of course, then causing more of the initial confusion was the 
blanket of silence directed by the base command; I also think this was 
also a major factor. 
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His final words on this, written more recently, in 2013, are clear: "I 
have always have had memory, and my children too, of the glyphs and 
ones and zeros/' 

What of the message itself? If I still worked for the MoD, I would 
have secured a proper analysis from cryptographers at GCHQ (Govern¬ 
ment Communication Headquarters)—a UK agency broadly analogous to 
the NSA. But with this option no longer available, I can offer few per¬ 
sonal thoughts, not being an expert in codes. However, with the greatest 
of respect for those experts who have worked on the message, I would 
take a step back and first ask if it was binary code at all. That may seem 
a logical assumption, but it's an anthropocentric one. If the message is 
genuine and has been correctly decoded, it seems simultaneously pro¬ 
found and banal. "Exploration of humanity. Continuous for planetary 
advance" is the best approximation of the textual part of the message. It 
sounds impressive on the face of it, yet arguably it's no different from all 
sorts of channeled messages circulating in the UFO and New Age com¬ 
munities. The same might be said of the locations. Hy Brasil is a mythi¬ 
cal lost land said to be off the coast of Ireland. It's sometimes dubbed the 
Celtic Atlantis. The other sites read like a New Age holiday wish list: the 
Great Pyramid, the Nazca Lines, and Sedona. Again, is this proof that 
the message is genuine or that it is confabulated? Have the various ex¬ 
perts somehow shoehorned the data into something that fits their own 
belief systems? Is all this just wishful thinking? Or is the message more 
subtle? Is there a more complex message hidden deeper within the obvi¬ 
ous one? I have no answers here, which is why we provide the raw data 
in appendix B. Maybe other experts will come up with an alternative 
translation. 

Finally, I should say that while I worked on the MoD's UFO project and 
was aware that the UK government dabbled in other paranormal areas 
such as remote viewing, I am not aware of any UK government research 
into time travel. I am aware of some rumors that the US government con¬ 
ducted such research, but while stories such as the Montauk Project and 
the Philadelphia Experiment have been widely told, I have never come 
across any official corroboration of this. 

With the Rendlesham Code revealed (though not necessarily explained 
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or decoded) the time has come to conclude this extraordinary story, as 
John Burroughs and Jim Penniston try to make sense of not just the codes 
but the whole incident. 

In this next chapter, I make no comment at all. Burroughs and Pennis¬ 
ton wanted it this way, so that their material would stand alone. They, 
after all, were the ones who experienced this and had to live with what 
happened next. 


19. FINAL THOUGHTS FROM JOHN 
BURROUGHS AND JIM PENNISTON 


The night we walked into Rendlesham Forest, I, Jim Penniston, went in as 
a Security Police supervisor, with only one thing in mind, to ascertain 
what exactly it was and, if I confirmed that it was an aircraft crash, render 
assistance to survivor(s), set up an Entry Control Point for responding 
emergency personnel, and, if it was ours, set up a National Defense Area 
around it, which would have secured the perimeter and entry for U.S. 
personnel only. 

But that was not the case. After what I had seen in the early-morning 
hours on that night, I left that forest a different man than when I walked 
in. I was in awe of the technology and, yes, a knowing that it was not an 
aircraft that could have been manufactured in 1980 or even now. The rep¬ 
lication of this craft in my assessment is far more advanced than any we 
could develop in the next few centuries at the very least. 

I have had difficulty with what I saw and was exposed to out there 
that night. Within weeks after the incident I was being treated for new 
aliments I had not had before: vertigo, headaches, and then memory issues 
and unknown infections: all treatable but always reoccurring. The inter¬ 
esting thing was that I never thought of time out there in the forest with 
John immediately after the incident, as if it was only an experience that 
no doubt could never be explained. I really can't explain that, since the 
night of the incident, it all seems pushed to the back burner for me, or at 
least through my remaining time in the USAF. After retirement, a unique 
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and strange thing happened. For after a void of nightmares and dreams 
about Rendlesham, then after my retirement it all started to happen. For 
the last twenty years I have also suffered from chronic fatigue syndrome. 
Of course, as time went on it became more prevalent. I can say it was an 
evolving process for me. I would look occasionally at the notebook that had 
the strange glyphs, notes, and the memory of my madness after the night. 

I often think, so if my memory was messed with, then the obvious 
question is why? And if this was done by our own government, then 
there were things used for containment purposes, but then why would 
they allow the information about the binary codes and glyphs to exist in 
my notebook? I am sure that information could have all been extracted 
under drugs or in other parts of the interrogation, as described in my one 
and only hypnosis session. Then of course there is the recall of informa¬ 
tion from going back to the landing and takeoff area at Rendlesham. Then 
other recall from one of the binary locations. All of this and my question is, 
of course, why? The conduct of the agents, while I was under the opera¬ 
tional control of the USAF, makes me wonder why the Air Force would al¬ 
low such things to be done to their personnel while on a base! Why would 
they, my fellow Americans, treat us as enemy combatants? Or even worse. 

Or is the answer as simple as this: When I was taken into the building 
for debriefing and sodium pentothal, the agents revealed nothing, for they 
were met with silence and what I knew would remain silenced for years. 
Only to be released by design. Just a thought; who really knows? 

I do take medication that curtails the nightmares and flashbacks from 
the night. The diagnosis is PTSD. I suppose those things are just normal 
for me today. As I search for the answers and live with the debilitating ef¬ 
fects from that night and follow-up days, by my countrymen's interroga¬ 
tions, there are one or two questions that I want to ask and have answered. 
They are: "What was it that we saw and why have the United States and 
the United Kingdom done everything to cover it up as a UFO event?" and 
"What is it they are so afraid of the public finding out?" 

Whatever it is that they want to be kept so secret obviously has noth¬ 
ing to do with UFOs (ETs or aliens), as is clearly shown in the declassified 
documents, which clearly talk about this phenomenon. But I could not 
summarize this event without talking about General Williams (Wing 
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Commander at the time) just a little bit and some of the things he has said 
to me that have made me feel like we are going where John and I should 
be with this incident. Recently I have been in contact through e-mails and 
phone calls with the former wing commander, the now-retired Major Gen¬ 
eral Gordon Williams. John and I have recently met with him, too. The 
general was and is always willing to talk and meet with us. During one of 
the e-mail exchanges I was having with him, I felt guilt ridden to tell the 
general that on the day I briefed him I was under orders of the AFOSI and 
they said an active investigation was underway. The information I told 
him and the other staff officers was the AFOSI-sanitized version of the 
event and did not go into all the detail of my exposure with my team with 
the phenomenon. The general said, "I know you guys were not treated 
fairly and [the AFOSI agent] could be real tough." I was thinking to myself, 
How interesting, since I knew [the agent General Williams named], or at 
least what he looked like, and he was not one of the people who interviewed 
me. I remember when I was visiting John in Arizona, to gain information 
for this book, I had left a voice mail on General Williams's cell phone, trying 
to arrange a meeting with General Williams, John, and me in Tucson, where 
the general lives. I promptly received a callback from the general while I 
was with John and others at the Stupa in Sedona. The general agreed to 
meet us in a few days. The one thing that was so strange with the general 
was what he said to me on the phone call setting up the meeting. He said, 
"You guys are the most persistent sons of bitches I have ever seen, good on 
ya! You're just like fighter pilots; you see your target and ya don't stop till ya 
get it done." I found this very characteristic of General Williams, minus the 
charm school stuff. He always seemed so supportive; in a strange way he 
seemed proud that we were continuing our quests for the truth. 

The general agreed to meet with John and me on the weekend. When 
we met at a small cafe in Tucson in October 2012 it was a strange sensation 
as we all shook hands. Sitting down in the booth, John and I were on one 
side and across from me was the man whom I had not seen for thirty-two 
years. My mind wandered a bit in thought as I ran back to the time I faced 
this man with those steel blue eyes looking back at me. I realized the last 
time I looked this man in the face was the day I was reporting with John in 
his office, at the 81st Wing Commander's office, reporting what had happened 
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on night one. To my left in a small seating area in the general's office were 
seated Colonel Conrad and Colonel Halt, listening to us attentively. I gave 
the general the brief that was prepared for me. What was so curious at the 
time was that when I finished with my brief to him he said, "I want to 
thank you men for doing a great job, and I thank you for your candor; we 
will take it from here." I left the office with a persistent question about that 
meeting: it was why the general did not ask one question of us. How 
strange I thought that was then. Little did I know that thirty-two years 
later I would learn why he didn't. It was because of the declassified docu¬ 
ment explaining the phenomenon, and he was aware at the time of it. 

When John was ready to let the general know that we had found the 
declassified document and asked if he would like to see it the general, 
without emotion, said, "Don't tell me, you have a stamped document?" 

John said, "Yes, sir, that is what we have." John got up and excused 
himself for a few minutes and it left the general and me at the booth. The 
general took his index finger and followed each line and read the document, 
which stated all wing commanders were briefed on this phenomenon and 
what he was supposed to do with it if it came up under his watch. Well, little 
did he know it would happen to him. The general said, "Whatever you need 
me to do, just ask." John and I left, with the general picking up the lunch tab. 

What has always made me wonder the most about those officers over 
me was their ongoing support. Not just General Williams but also Colonel 
Conrad and others who were involved. It seems they are offering support 
not so much for us but because they have guilt involved with what seems 
like support. Was how all the officers over me at the time still support us 
done without question? Or maybe it is only that they continue to follow 
the orders and the program that dealt with this phenomenon from so long 
ago. I was also haunted with what I knew from being out in the forest that 
night and what I observed, keeping secrets that I can only have told at this 
point in time. 

After John and I met again for the first time in mid-2009, the first time 
we really ever sat down and started discussing the Rendlesham Forest in¬ 
cident, new enlightenments of time loss and further human tragedy began 
to surface, as at our meeting we began to recall and remember more. We 
soon began to realize that dreams and nightmares were actually pieces of 
our persistent memory that were finally coming forward after years of sup- 
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pression. The following is how John remembers the incident and the strange 
things that followed and what has brought us to this point in history. 

Our journey has never really ended from the night we entered the for¬ 
est until the present day. Something inside of us through the years has 
continued to push us toward finding out what we encountered over those 
three nights, December 26—28, in Rendlesham Forest. As Jim has said, 
"What I once believed is no more and what I've witnessed defies all that I 
have ever imagined. I am truly in awe over the whole incident, and no one 
can fully understand the magnitude of such an event, unless they were 
there." We were brought in after the incident and treated like enemy sol¬ 
diers would be treated if they had been captured. Jim remembers being 
interrogated and having drugs used on him. What I remember is being 
called in and asked to write a statement by the Deputy Base Commander, 
Charles Halt. After I wrote my statement, Staff Sergeant Penniston, Air¬ 
man First Class Cabansag, and I were debriefed in Halt's office. We were 
told not to talk about the incident to anyone, that there was an ongoing 
investigation, and then AIC Cabansag, Jim, and I were dismissed and taken 
into the Wing Commander's office with the Base and Deputy Base Com¬ 
manders present. The AFOSI-sanitized account was briefed to the officers. 
The Wing Commander, Colonel Williams, thanked us for the report and 
asked no questions, which was the beginning of how our command staff 
left us to hang out on the clothesline to dry. 

In the spring of 2009 I decided that it was time to do something about 
what had happened to us. I was tired of reading and hearing about what 
happened to us from non-witnesses. So I decided to do an investigation to 
try to put everything together. The first thing I did was contact the guy 
who stood next to me in the field that cold December night in 1980. I con¬ 
tacted Jim via e-mail and followed up with several phone calls, with us fi¬ 
nally meeting in a small cafe on Highway 39, halfway between Freeport and 
Normal, Illinois. We decided to work together on this and put all the pieces 
together once and for all. As we drove away from that dinner in that late- 
summer afternoon neither one of us had any idea of the things to come! I re¬ 
turned to Phoenix and Jim and I started putting the pieces together. As we 
did so, we went back and forth on what would be the best way to get all of it 
out after we finished the investigation, finally deciding to put it in a book. 

^What we learned along the way shocked us to the core. In October 
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2011 I came across an article written by Nick Pope talking about Project 
Condign (see chapter 14). After reading the article I contacted him asking 
him if there was more to the story. He sent me back a report, which I read 
over, leading to more questions. One of the questions I asked was what 
files were used to write the report. He then sent me a PDF file that con¬ 
tained all of those documents. When I opened up that file I was blown 
away by the information the documents contained. This report talked 
about our incident. It talked about how if certain statements were made 
by witnesses then they knew that they had a phenomenon—a phenome¬ 
non that USAF wing commanders had been briefed on—because of the 
incident that had happened with military aircraft—and then a team would 
be sent in to investigate the incident and interview the witnesses. One 
year later, in October 2012, while Jim was in Phoenix, we confirmed in a 
cafe in Tucson with General Williams that he was aware of the phenome¬ 
non, that the stamped document we showed him was real, and that he was 
surprised it had been declassified. 

As I went through the documents I also noticed that some of the infor¬ 
mation was still classified, for a variety of different reasons, so I asked 
Nick who the author was and whether some of this information been de¬ 
classified since the files were released. His response back to me caught me 
off-guard. He stated he was not a whistle-blower and he could not com¬ 
ment further on the documents. He did say this to one of my questions 
about why more of what was in these documents had not been discussed: 
"Many ufologists have looked at the Condign Report and made FOI re¬ 
quests in relation to it. The problem is that it was written by someone with 
a background in scientific and technical intelligence and was very much a 
document for a government/military audience. As such, without wanting 
to be overly patronizing, ufologists aren't really capable of analyzing it and 
undertaking meaningful follow-up. There was a sort of schoolboyish ex¬ 
citement in the UFO community that such highly classified documents had 
been made public, but they didn't really understand what they'd got." So 
this might explain why even after those documents were released ufolo¬ 
gists did not follow up on what they had been given. 

One of the cover-ups we believe should be exposed (see chapter 13) is 
this, taken from a BBC News report by Neil Henderson dated March 2, 
2011 : 
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UFO Files Reveal "Rendlesham Incident" Papers Missing 

Intelligence papers on a reported UFO sighting known as the "Rendle- 
sham incident" have gone missing, files from the National Archives 
reveal. 

The missing files relate to a report of mysterious lights from US 
servicemen at RAF Woodbridge in Suffolk in 1980. 

The disappearance came to light with the release of 8,000 previ¬ 
ously classified documents on UFOs. 

Officials found a "huge" gap where defence intelligence files relat¬ 
ing to the case should be, the papers show. . . . 

These classified documents need to be released to the public. 

In the past three years I have developed a serious heart issue—almost 
dying in July of 2012—and I now have a pacemaker defibrillator control¬ 
ling my heart. My doctor needed to see my military medical records be¬ 
cause he could find no reason why I was having this heart issue. With the 
help of attorney Pat Frascogna I contacted Senator John Kyi's office with a 
letter and support documents asking for his help. Senator Kyi's first at¬ 
tempt to get my records was denied by the US VA. They told him I needed 
to file a VA claim for disability, and then came the most stunning part of 
the letter; they told him they felt my records could be located in the VA 
classified-records section and that if they were it would be up to the USAF 
to release those records to the Senator and my doctor for treatment or even 
allow the VA to treat me. 

I was shocked my country could be holding up my treatment because 
my medical records were classified. What it clearly shows is this: that I, 
along with many other veterans, can have my health put on hold while 
someone decides if I was worth being treated or not. I filled out the paper¬ 
work in June and turned it into the VA. I then notified the Senator's office 
that a claim had been filed. After hearing nothing back for several months 
I sent Senator Kyi another letter, mailing it on Veterans Day 2012. In De¬ 
cember I received a response back saying he was retiring and that he was 
unable to get my medical records and I needed to try again with Senator 
John McCain's office. So a new packet has been sent to Senator McCain's 
office. Senator McCain has replied back saying he will see what he can 
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uncover. Will Senator McCain be able to get information that no one else 
has been able to get their hands on? Information that will help Jim and 
me, who served our country for over a quarter of a century, over half of 
our lifetimes, and will allow us to get the treatment we need? Or because 
our records remain classified will we continue to suffer from the effects of 
exposure to some as yet unknown phenomenon—the existence of which 
was known and under study by the U.S. military—receiving no medical 
care, given no information, allowed to continue languishing in the silence 
surrounding the events of that week, with us being some of the last vic¬ 
tims of the Cold War! 

In closing, it's our belief that the Rendlesham Forest incident is a bigger 
and more significant UFO case than Roswell. It has been devilled by misin¬ 
formation, disinformation, and people wanting to write themselves into the 
story. It has been our intention, in this book, to place in the public domain 
everything that we know about the extraordinary series of events that 
took place at Bentwiaters and Woodbridge, both during the encounters 
themselves and in the aftermath. While there have been previous books on 
the subject, they have been written by people in the UFO community. Now 
the military personnel at the heart of this incident will finally have their 
say. We intend to set the record straight and tell the full story of these 
extraordinary events for the first time. We do so in order to reveal the truth 
about events that we believe are of immense historical significance and pub¬ 
lic interest. We also do so for the men and women stationed at Bent waters 
and Woodbridge at the time, many of whom have suffered as a result of 
what happened. It is our hope that the publication of this book will lead to 
the wrongs they have suffered being righted. We had hoped to show why 
Nick Pope made this statement "I've gone on record saying Rendlesham 
might be the turning point in history that leads to the explanation of the 
UFO phenomenon." As far as we see it, is there more to be told? Absolutely! 
This book describes the events from A to Z on the historical aspects of the 
Rendlesham Forest incident. It goes into further detail about some of the 
supporting information. It does cover the binary release and some thoughts 
on what we, the witnesses, think. It is the most accurate and factual book 
written to date. But the real questions for the readers to ask are: Is this re¬ 
ally the story of the witnesses and has everything from the witnesses been 
addressed? Is there more to come? Yes, there is more to come. 




CONCLUSION 


This, then, is the story of the Rendlesham Forest incident. It has been the 
story not just of the world's best-documented and most compelling UFO 
encounter but also of the effect these events have had on the two military 
men at the heart of the incident. 

What have we learned about these sensational UFO sightings that re¬ 
ally are bigger than Roswell? 

We know that a UFO landed next to one of the most sensitive military 
installations in the NATO military alliance. 

We know that the UFO was seen on three consecutive nights by doz¬ 
ens of highly trained military personnel and that the witnesses included 
the Deputy Base Commander. 

We know that light beams from the UFO struck the ground just feet in 
front of the Deputy Base Commander and a party of men and that later the 
UFO was seen firing light beams onto the base and, in particular, into the 
Weapons Storage Area. 

We know that the UFO was tracked on radar. 

We know that there was physical trace evidence at the landing site, 
including damage and scorch marks on the trees and radiation levels that 
the MoD's scientific staff assessed as being significantly higher than back¬ 
ground levels, raising the terrifying possibility that John Burroughs, Jim 
Penniston, and maybe other witnesses were irradiated by this craft. 

We know that in a UK study classified "Secret UK Eyes Only" intelligence 
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staff expressed the view that 'several observers were probably exposed to 
UAP radiation/' when the US government will not even acknowledge that 
the incident occurred. 

We know that despite the US government stating that UFO sightings 
have not been investigated since 1969, not only was this incident investi¬ 
gated, but also the senior USAF general in Europe flew in to be briefed 
and removed evidence, without telling the UK government. 

We know that a former Chief of the Defence Staff in the United King¬ 
dom, a five-star military officer, believed his own government was cover¬ 
ing up the truth about this incident. 

We know that some of the key files and documents that might have 
provided answers about what happened have apparently been destroyed 
or lost in mysterious circumstances. 

We know that military medical records for John Burroughs and Jim 
Penniston are lodged in a classified-records section of the Department of 
Veterans Affairs and‘that they have not yet been released, despite exten¬ 
sive and high-level lobbying and the threat of legal action. 

We know that while the US and UK governments have consistently 
sought to downplay or ridicule the UFO phenomenon, behind the scenes 
the subject is taken extremely seriously but may largely have been moved 
into the private sector to take it outside the scope of FOIA legislation and 
to make congressional scrutiny more difficult. The interest would be fur¬ 
ther hidden by avoiding using the phrase "UFO." 

What we don't know, with a lot of this, is why. Why the secrecy? Why 
can't the witnesses be briefed on what happened to them? Why can't the 
public be told the truth about the Rendlesham Forest incident and about 
some of the other cases mentioned in this book? There are some intriguing 
clues. Project Condign talked about the possibility of "weaponization." If 
there is an unknown technology here—whatever the source—the nation 
(or corporation) that first acquires it and masters it will be in possession of 
something of incalculable power and value. This, we suspect, means the 
stakes are sufficiently high in some people's minds to justify the secrecy, 
the lies, and the hanging out to dry of the loyal military personnel who 
were caught up in all this. The only alternative is that the secrecy goes 
beyond technology acquisition alone and has been put in place to prevent 
some revelation so earth-shattering that the powers that be would go to 
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almost any length to prevent disclosure. What might that secret be and 
could the Rendlesham Code be the key to this? Only time will tell. 

Despite the obstacles being put in their path, John Burroughs and Jim 
Penniston continue to press the authorities for answers and maybe an 
apology. These events have had a profound (and overwhelmingly negative) 
effect on their lives, not least in terms of ongoing health issues. Their cam¬ 
paign, spearheaded by their tenacious attorney, Pat Frascogna, will con¬ 
tinue. It is hoped that this book will play a key part in raising the profile 
of these events and, ultimately, in providing the explanation—and thus 
the closure—that Burroughs and Penniston want. 

While Burroughs and Penniston were the two witnesses most closely 
involved in the Rendlesham Forest incident and have been the focus of this 
book, dozens of other military personnel stationed at the twin bases of Bent- 
waters and Woodbridge witnessed the same craft Burroughs and Pennis¬ 
ton encountered or were involved in the events in some other way. Some 
of these stories have been told in this book, but other witnesses have yet 
to come forward. Burroughs and Penniston are campaigning not just for 
themselves but for everyone involved. 

It is hard to escape the inevitable conclusion that someone in the US 
government, military, or intelligence community knows more about this 
than they are currently saying. This may be out of embarrassment. After 
all, the US government has consistently told the media and the public that 
it has no interest in UFOs and has not investigated sightings since Project 
Blue Book was closed down at the end of 1969. The witnesses and the USAF's 
own documents tell a very different story. But it goes much further than 
this. We know from a declassified MoD document that the senior USAF 
officer in Europe visited the bases in the immediate aftermath of the 
incident, was briefed on it, and—to the absolute fury of the MoD— 
removed evidence without briefing the UK authorities. That's where the 
trail goes cold, but clearly somebody knows what happened next. 

The prediction that Burroughs and Penniston made at the end of the 
final chapter, that "there is more to come," has already come true. From 
April 29 to May 3, 2013, an event called the Citizen Hearing on Disclosure 
was held at the National Press Club in Washington, D.C. Organized by 
Stephen Bassett, a registered lobbyist who has long campaigned to end what 
he calls the "truth embargo" about UFOs, the format of the event mirrored 
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the congressional hearings on UFOs that many in the UFO community 
want to see. 

This was certainly no conventional UFO conference. The involvement 
of a number of former Congressional Representatives (Republican, Demo¬ 
crat, and Libertarian) brought genuine gravitas and discipline to the pro¬ 
ceedings. The researchers and witnesses were arranged onto themed panels 
and gave evidence to the committee of former Representatives. Each pan¬ 
elist read an opening statement on to the record, but thereafter the ques¬ 
tions were at the discretion of the committee. 

Unsurprisingly, John Burroughs and Jim Penniston were the ones who 
most caught the attention of the committee. Burroughs and Penniston dis¬ 
cussed their concern that they were irradiated by their close proximity to 
whatever it was that they and so many other military witnesses encoun¬ 
tered back in 1980. They expressed their frustration with their inability 
to secure the release of their medical records from the classified-records 
section of the VA, and Pat Frascogna briefed the committee on the perceived 
stonewalling in relation to the FOIA requests and then announced the in¬ 
tention to file a federal lawsuit. 

The politicians on the committee were so outraged by the treatment 
meted out to Burroughs and Penniston that they contacted them immedi¬ 
ately afterwards, both directly and through staffers, and signed their 
names to a letter requesting that the medical records of Burroughs and 
Penniston be released, so that they can receive a proper diagnosis and 
treatment. 

The letter was sent to the Secretary of Veterans Affairs and to the 
President of the United States. Perhaps, finally, this will help unlock the 
secrets of what happened in Rendlesham Forest and help provide some 
answers. 

That's all Burroughs, Penniston, and the other military witnesses 
want—answers. After all these years and after the loyal service they've 
given their country, they deserve this much. 
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APPENDIX A: LIEUTENANT COLONEL 
CHARLES HALT’S OFFICIAL REPORT 
OF THE UFO ENCOUNTER 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 

HEADQUARTERS 81ST COM8A1 SUPPORT CROUP (USAFEj 
APO HEW YORK P?TSS 



CO 13 Jan 81 

Unexplained Lights 


RAF/CC 

1. Early in the morning of 27 Dec 80 (approximately 030QL), two USAF 
security police patrolmen saw unusual lights outside the back gate at 
RAF Woodbridge. Thinking an aircraft might have crashed or been forced 
down, they called for permission to go outside the gate to investigate. 

The on-duty flight chief responded and allowed three patrolmen to pro¬ 
ceed on foot. The individuals reported seeing a strange glowing object 
in the forest. The object was described as being metalic in appearance 
and triangular in shape, approximately two to three meters across the 
base and approximately two meters high. It illuminated the entire forest 
with a white light. The object itself had a pulsing red light on top and 
a bank(s) of blue lights underneath. The object was hovering or on legs. 

As the patrolmen approached the object, it maneuvered through the trees 
and disappeared. At this time the animals on a nearby farm went into a 
frenzy. The object was briefly sighted approximately an hour later near 
the back gate. 

.2. The next day, three depressions 1 1/2“ deep and 7" in diameter were 
found where the object had been sighted on the ground. The following 
night (29 Dec 80) the area was checked for radiation. Beta/gamma readings 
of 0.1 milliroentgens were recorded with peak readings in the three de¬ 
pressions and near the center of the triangle formed by the depressions. 

A nearby tree had moderate (.05-.07) readings on the side of the tree 
toward the depressions. 

3. Later in the night a red sun-like light was seen through the trees. 

It moved about and pulsed. At one point it appeared to throw off glowing 
particles and then broke into five separate white objects and then dis¬ 
appeared. Immediately thereafter, three star-like objects were noticed 
in the sky, two objects to the north and one to the south, all of which 
were about 10° off the horizon. The objects moved rapidly in sharp angular 
movements and displayed red, green and blue lights. The objects to the 
north appeared to be elliptical through an 8-12 power lens. They then 
turned to full circles. The objects to the north remained in the sky for 
an hour or more. The object to the south was visible for two or three 
hours and beamed down a stream of light from time to time. Numerous indivi 
duals, including the undersigned, witnessed the activities in paragraphs 
2 and 3. , 



CHARLES I. HALT, Lt Col, USAF 
Deputy Base Commander 
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APPENDIX C: A DEFENCE INTELLIGENCE 
STAFF DOCUMENT ASSESSING THE 
RADIATION READINGS TAKEN AT THE 

LANDING SITE 








APPENDIX D: A DEFENCE INTELLIGENCE 
STAFF DOCUMENT CONFIRMING THAT 
CINCUSAFE VISITED THE BENTWATERS/ 
WOODBRIDGE BASES IMMEDIATELY 
AFTER THE UFO ENCOUNTER 
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Reference; A. D/DS8/72/V2 dated 20 Jan 81. 


1. At Preference you forwarded a report from RAT? Beniv;sters for 
information and asked if anyone else night have an interest in the 
content. You will see from the attached XjK, I forwarded a copy 
to DX55 end PS/ACS(G)(RAF). X have had no response. 


2. SOC/CIiC Neatishead regret that the radar camera recorder was 
switched off at 15272 on 29 Pec 80 and an examination of the oxecutiv- 
logs revealed no entry in respect of unusual radar returns cr other 
unusual occurrences. 


5. 1 have spoken with Sqn Ldr Moreland at JBentv/aters and he consider 

the Deputy Base Commander a sound source. I asked if the incident 
had teen reported on the USA? .net and I was advised that tape 
recorders of the evidence had been handed to Gen Gabriel who hac.tor.od 
to bo visiting the station. . Perhaps it would he reasons'^ 
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..Feb 81 
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APPENDIX E: TRANSCRIPT OF THE TAPE 
RECORDING LIEUTENANT COLONEL CHARLES 
HALT MADE DURING HIS ENCOUNTER 


Total Time: 18:13:00 
00:00.000 

Halt: One hundred fifty feet or more from the initial, [background 
voices] I should say suspected, impact point. Having a little diffi¬ 
culty, we can’t get the light-all to work. 

Halt (checking on recording at later date): Does it work? 

Halt: There seems to be some kind of mechanical problem. Let’s 
send back and get another light-all. Meantime, we’re gonna take 
some readings from the Geiger counter and, er, chase around the 
area a little bit waiting for another light-all to come back in. 

Intrabase radio transmission—Bustinza: Six . . . standing up. 

Intrabase radio transmission: Bustinza to Security Control. 

Intrabase radio transmission—Bustinza: Yes? 

Englund: . . . that’s mark one of the pod . . . pod number. . . 

Halt: OK, we’re now approaching the area within about twenty- 
five to thirty feet. What kind of readings are we getting? Any¬ 
thing? 

Nevels: Just minor clicks. 


Halt: Minor clicks. 
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Halt (during tape-over): Are you gonna feel much better after 
this? . . . No? [Unintelligible] 

Halt: Where are the impressions? 

Englund: There’s a mark. . . . 

Halt: Is that all the bigger they are? 

Englund: Well, there’s one more well defined over here. 

Intrabase radio transmission: Sergeant Bustinza to Security 
Control. 

Halt: We’re still getting clicks. 

* 

Nevels: Getting clicks .. . 

Intrabase radio transmission: Sergeant Bustinza. . . Bobby 
Diaz—Security six boarding . . . East Gate. 

Halt: Can we read that on the scale? 

01:36.799 

Nevels: Yes, sir. We’re now on the five-tenths scale, and we’re 
reading about, uh, third, fourth increment. 

Halt: OK, we’re still comfortably safe here? 

Intrabase radio Transmission—Bustinza: Do you all have a light- 
all? Full gas ready? 

Intrabase radio transmission: Come in, Security. . . . 

Intrabase radio transmission—Bustinza: Can you have ’em start 
loading . . . Security six have a light-all with gas . . . uh, please. . . . 
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Halt:. . . still minor readings the second pod indentation . . . 
Intrabase radio transmission: Security, Base Security. 

Nevels: Nope. 

Halt: This one’s dead. Let’s go over to the third one over here. 

Background intrabase radio transmission: Sergeant Bustinza . .. 
[Walking noise] 

Background intrabase radio transmission: Sergeant Bustinza . . . 
[Geiger counter clicks] 

Nevels: Yes, now I’m getting some residual. 

Background intrabase radio transmission—Bustinza: Security. 

Halt: I can read now. The meter’s definitely . . . giving a little . . . 
pulse. 

Background intrabase radio transmission: [garbled] . . . copy. 
Englund: About the center. . . 

Halt: I was gonna say let’s go to the center of the area next and 
see what kind of a reading we get out there. 

Englund: OK. 

Halt: You’re reading the clicks; I can’t hear the clicks. 

Englund: Yes, sir. 


Halt: That about the center, Bruce? 
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Englund: Yes. 

Halt: OK, let’s go to the center. 

Nevels: Yes, I’m getting more. . . . 

02 : 01.481 

Halt: That’s the best deflecting . . . best deflection of the needle 
I’ve seen yet. OK, can you give me estimation? We’re on the point 
five scale . . . we’re getting . . . have trouble reading . . . 

Englund: At Carbine at approximately oh-one-point-two-five 
hours . . . 

Tape-over: cough or possible sound of piano bench 
Nevels: We’re getting right at, uh, a half of a milliroentgen. 
Tape-over: piano music 
Tape-over—Halt: Test point. 

Halt: I haven’t seen it go any higher. 

Nevels: It’s still flying around. 

Halt: OK, we’ll go out toward the . . . 

Nevels: Now it’s picking up. 

Halt: This is out toward the number one indentation where we 
first got the strongest reading. Yeah, it’s similar to what we got in 
the center. 

Nevels: Right in the pod—it’s mainly in the center. 
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England: This looks like an area here possibly that could be a 
blast. . . [Heavy breath]. . . it’s in the center of the triangle. . . . 
03 : 01:569 

Halt: It’s hard to tell. . . . Here, take this, my fingers are about to 
freeze. 

Nevels: Yours, too. 

Englund: Up towards seven-. . . 

Halt: What? 

Englund: Just jumped up towards seven-tenths. 

Halt: Seven-tenths? Right there in the center? 

Englund: Uh-huh. 

Halt: We found a small blast—what looks like a blasted or scuffed- 
up area here. We’re getting very positive readings. Let’s see, is 
that near the center? 

Englund: Yes, it is. This is what we would assume would be the 
dead center. 

Nevels: Picking up more as you go along—the whole area here 
now . . . 

[Clicks] 

Halt: Up to seven-tenths? Or seven— 

Background voice calling out: Five-fifty-five carbines! 


Half: —units, let’s call it, on the point five scale. OK, why don’t we 
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do this: why don’t we make a sweep—here, I’ve got my gloves on 
now—let’s make a sweep out around the whole area about ten 
foot out, make a perimeter run around it, starting right back here 
at the corner—back at the same first corner where we came in, 
let’s go right back here. . . . [Heavy breathing] ... I’m gonna have 
to depend on you counting the clicks. 

04 : 04:035 

Nevels: Right. 

Halt: OK, let’s . . . ? 

Nevels: I’ll tell you as it gets louder. . . . 

Halt:. . . then I can put the light on it and sweep around it. 

Halt (talking loudly to someone in distance): Are we flagged? 

Halt: Put it on the ground every once in a while. 

Background intrabase radio transmission (in distance—garbled): 
... on by ... by GBI. 

Englund: This looks like an abrasion on the tree.... 

Halt: OK, we’ll catch that on the way back; let’s go around. Move 
back. Hit it, there. 

Englund: We’re getting interest right over here. It looks like an 
abrasion pointing into the center of the . . . 

Halt: It is. 

Englund: . . . landing area. 

Halt: It may be old, though—there may be sap marks or some¬ 
thing on it. Let’s go on back around. All right? 


APPENDIX E / 281 


Neveis: Yeah, sir, you have to give some extension on it. . . . 

Halt: Hey, this is an awkward thing to use, isn’t it? 

Neveis: I usually carry it about my ears, but this one broke. . . . 
05 : 01:306 

Halt: Are we getting anything further? I’m going to shut the re¬ 
corder off until we find something. 

Neveis: Picking up good. 

Halt: Picking up? What are we up to? We’re up to two, three units 
deflection; you’re getting anything close to one pod. 

Neveis: Picking up some here . . . picking up. 

Halt: OK, it’s still not going above three or four units. 

Neveis: Picking up more, though—more frequent. 

Halt: Yes. 

Neveis: Closer together. 

Halt: You’re staying steady up around two to three to four units now. 
Englund: Colonel Halt? 

Halt: Yeah! 

Englund: Each one of these trees that face into the blast, what we 
assume is the landing site, all have an abrasion facing in the 
same direction, towards the center, the same . . . 

Halt: That’s interesting. Well, let’s go the rest of the way around 
the circle here. Turn it back down here. 
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Nevels: Picking up something. 

Englund: Collection. 

Halt: Let me see that. 

Englund: You want one? 

06 : 01:277 

Halt: That’s got a funny . . . that’s . . . you’re right about the abra¬ 
sion! I’ve never seen a tree that’s, ah . . . 

Nevels: Small sap marks . . . 

Halt: Never seen a pine tree that’s been damaged react that fast. 

Nevels: You got a bottle to put that in? 

Halt: You got a sample bottle? 

Englund: Put in the soil.. . put the cap on. 

Halt: Here, sit this on the ground. 

Ball: If you notice they’re all at the same height. 

Halt: From now on, let’s, let’s identify that as point number one— 
that stake there. So y’all know where it is if we have to sketch it. 
You got that, Sergeant Nevels? 

Nevels: Yes, sir. 

Halt: OK. 

Nevels: Closest to the Woodbridge. 


Halt: Closest to the Woodbridge base. 
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Nevels: Be point one? 

Halt: Be point one. 

Intrabase radio transmission: Screeching noise 
Halt: Let’s go clockwise from there. 

Ball: Here you go. 

Nevels: Point two. 

Halt: Point two. 

Ball: Go ahead, Ed. 

Halt: Point two. So this tree is between point two and point three. 

Intrabase radio transmission: You have Airman Burroughs and 
two other personnel requesting to ride ’em over on a Jeep at your 
location. 

Ball: Tell them negative at this time. We’ll tell them when they can 
come out here. We don’t want them out here right now. 

Halt: The sample ... you’re going to mark this sample number one. 

Nevels: Yes, sir. 

Halt: Have them cut it off, and include some of that sap and all . . . 
is between indentation two and three on a pine tree about. . . 
uh . . . five feet away, about three and a half feet off the ground. 
07 : 06.685 

Nevels: Just put it in here. ... I’ve got some more . . . we’ll . . . 


Halt: There’s a round abrasion on the tree about, ah, three and a 
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half, four inches in diameter... it looks like it might be old, but, 
uh . . . strange; there’s a crystalline—[background radio traffic]— 
pine sap that has come out that fast. You say there was other 
trees here that are damaged in a similar fashion? 

Englund: Yes, all facing in toward the center of the landing site . . . 

Halt: OK, why don’t you take a picture of that and remember your 
picture; we ain’t gonna be writing this down. Oh, it’s gonna be on 
the tape. 

Englund: You got a tape measure with you? 

Halt: This is the picture; your first picture will be at the first tree, 
the one between . .. mark two and three. Meantime I’m gonna 
look at a couple pther of these trees over here. 

Nevels: We are getting some ... 

Halt: You’re getting readings on the tree you’re taking samples 
from on the side facing the suspected landing site? 

Englund: Four clicks max. 

Halt: Up to four. Interesting. That’s right where you’re taking the 
sample now. 

08 : 00:967 

Unknown: Four. 

Halt: That’s the strongest point on the tree? 

Nevels: Yes, sir. And if you come to the back . . . there’s no clicks 
whatsoever. 


Halt: No clicks at all on the back—it’s all on the . . . 
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Nevels: Maybe one or two . . . 

Halt:. . . side facing the . . . interesting. The indentations look like 
something twisted as it dropped ... as, you know, as it sat down 
on them. Looks like someone took something and sat it down 
and twisted it from side to side. 

Englund: Uh-huh. 

Halt: Very strange. 

Ball?: We’re looking at the same tree we took the sample off with 
this—what do you call it—star scope? 

Englund: Uh-huh, starlight scope. 

Halt: And you’re getting . . . getting a definite heat reflection off 
the tree about, what, three to four feet off the ground? 

Englund: Yes, where the spot is . . . 

Halt: Same place where the spot is, we’re getting a heat. . . 

Ball: . . . and a spot on the tree directly behind us I picked up the 
same thing, and one off to your right. 

Englund: All right, let me . . . 

Halt: Three trees in the area, immediately adjacent to the site, 
within ten feet of the suspected landing site, we’re picking up 
heat reflection off the trees. 

Englund: Give me the light, Bob. 


Halt: What’s that again? 
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Englund: Well, shine the light on it again, Bob. 

Halt: What, are you having trouble hearing him? 

Englund: Yeah . . . keep it right on the spot, and then when you 
want him. 

9 : 00:791 

Halt: OK, turn the light off. 

Englund:. . . You’ll notice the white . . . 

[High-pitched electronic whine] 

Halt: Hey! You’re right. There’s a little white streak on the tree! 
Englund: Indicates a heat. . . 

Halt: Let me turn around and look at this tree over here now. Just 
a second—watch, ’cause you’re right in front of the tree. I can see 
it. OK, give me a little side lighting so I can find the tree. OK. 
Ah . . . 

Intrabase radio transmission: Alpha Two Security. 

Halt: Now I’ve lost the tree. 

Intrabase radio transmission: Security . . . 

Halt: OK. Stop, stop. Light off! Hey, this is eerie. 

Ball: Why don’t you do the pod spots and then the center? 

Halt: This is strange. Here, someone wanna look at the spots on 
the ground? Whoops, watch you [horn] don’t step . . . you’re 
walking all over ’em. [Clears throat.] 
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Englund: Pardon me, sir. 

Nevels: Wanna step back? 

Halt: OK, let’s step back and not walk all over ’em. 

10 : 01:011 

Unknowns talking in background 

Halt: Come back here and somebody put a beam on ’em. You’re 
got to be back ten or fifteen feet. You see it? 

Unknown: Yeah. 

Ball: OK, fine. 

Halt: OK, lights off. 

Unknown male—southern accent tape-over: He took this long to 
document]— 

Halt: What do you think about the spot? [Long pause]. 

Intrabase radio transmission: Any problems? [Pause]. 

Unknown: One. 

Halt: Yeah . . . [pause]. . . that looks the first spot? OK, that’s 
what we call spot number three. Let’s go to the back corner and 
get spot number one. 

Unknown: [Unintelligible.] 

Halt: Spot number one, here’s spot number one right here! Spot 
number one, right here ... do you need some light? There it is, 
right there. You focused? 
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Ball: Focused. 

Halt: OK. Looking now at spot number one through the . . . star¬ 
light scope. 

Ball: Picking up a slight increase in light as I go over it. 

11 : 02.065 

Halt: Slight increase in light at spot number one. Let’s go look at 
spot number two. Spot number two is right over here. Right 
here—see it? 

Ball:.. . That is spot one . . . [unintelligible]. 

Halt: OK, get focused on it. Tell me when. OK, lights off, let’s see 
what we get on it. 

Ball: Slight increase? 

Halt: Just a slight increase? 

Ball: Try the center. 

Halt: The center spot... well, it really isn’t the center; it’s slightly 
off-center. It’s right there. 

Ball: Right here. 

Englund: Let’s mark that as the center. 

Halt: OK . . . We’re gonna get your reading on it right there. 

Ball: OK. 

Halt: Tell me when you’re ready. 


Ball: Ready. 
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Halt: OK, lights out. It’s the center spot we’re looking at now, or 
almost the center. 

Ball: There’s a slight increase. 

Halt: Slight increase there? This is slightly off-center toward the, 
uh, one-two side. It’s some type of an abrasion or something in 
the ground where the pine needles are all pushed back where 
we get a high radioac ... ah, a high reading, about, ah ... 
deflection of, ah, two to three, maybe four, depending on the point 
of it. 

12 : 11:152 

Ball: Someone wanna check it? 

Englund: Yes. 

Halt: You say there is a positive aftereffect? 

Nevels: Yes, there is, definitely. That’s on the center spot. There is 
an aftereffect. 

Intrabase radio transmission: [Garbled.] 

Nevels: What does that mean? 

Englund: It means that when the lights are turned off, once we are 
focused in and allow time for the eyes to adjust—we are getting 
an indication of a heat source coming out of that center spot, as, 
ef, which will show up on— 

Halt: Heat or some form of energy. It’s hardly heat at this stage of 
the game. 

Englund: And it is still. . . 

Halt: Looking directly overhead one can see an opening in the 
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trees, plus some freshly broken pine branches on the ground 
underneath. Looks like some of them came off about fifteen to 
twenty feet up—some smaller branches about an inch or less 
in diameter. 

Halt: Oh-one-point-forty-eight. We’re hearing very strange sounds 
out of the farmer’s barnyard animals. 

Englund: Forty-eight-point-seven. 

Halt: They’re very, very active, making an awful lot of noise. 
13 : 03.224 

Englund: It wasn’t a figmentation. 

Halt: You just saw a light? Where? Wait a minute. Slow down. 
Where? 

Englund: Right on this position here. Straight ahead, in between 
the trees—there it is again. 

Unknown: (faint) Wow. 

Halt: What! 

Englund: Watch—straight ahead, off my flashlight, there now, sir. 
There it is. 

Halt: Hey, I see it, too. What is it? 

Englund: We don’t know, sir. 

Nevels: So can I get some of those . . . more lights? 

Halt: It’s a strange, small red light, looks to be out maybe a quar¬ 
ter to a half mile, maybe further out. I’m gonna switch off. 
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Halt: The light is gone now. It was approximately one hundred 
twenty degrees from the site. 

Englund: Yeah, it’s back again. 

Halt: Is it back again? 

Englund: Yes, sir. 

Halt: Well, douse the flashlights then. Let’s go back to the edge of 
the clearing so we can get a better look at it. See if you can get 
the star scope on it. The light’s still there and all the barnyard 
animals have gotten quiet now. 

Englund: Yeah. 

Halt: We’re heading about one hundred ten to one hundred 
twenty degrees from the site out through to the clearing now, still 
getting a reading on the meter, about two clicks. 

Halt: Needle’s jumped, three to four clicks, getting stronger. 

Englund?: Now it’s stopped. 

14 : 00.251 

Englund?: Now it’s coming up. . . . Hold on. There we go . . . 
about approximately four foot off the ground, at a compass head¬ 
ing of one hundred ten degrees. 

Halt: All right, he’s turned the meter off. Gotta say that again. 
About four feet off the ground, about one hundred ten degrees, 
getting a reading of about four clicks? 

Unknown: Yes, sir. [Sneezes]. Excuse me. Now it’s dying. 

Halt: Now it’s dying. I think it’s something other than the ground. 
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I think it’s something that’s . . . something—something vari¬ 
able. 

Englund: In that tree right over. . . 

Halt: We’ve just bumped into the first night bird we’ve seen. We’re 
about one hundred fifty or two hundred yards from the site. 

Unknown: Another one . . . 

Halt: Everything else is just deathly calm. There is no doubt about 
it—there’s some type of strange flashing red light ahead. 

Englund: Sir, it’s yellow. 

9 

Halt: I saw a yellow tinge in it, too. Weird! It appears to be maybe 
moving a little bit this way? It’s brighter than it has been. 

Unknown: Yellow. 

Halt: It’s coming this way. It is definitely coming this way. 

Unknown: Pieces of it shooting off.. . 

Halt: Pieces of it are shooting off. 

Unknown: At eleven o’clock. 

Halt: There is no doubt about it. This is weird! 

Unknown: To the left! 

15 : 00.788 

Halt: Definitely moving. 


Nevels: Two lights—one light just behind and one light to the left. 
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Halt: Keep your flashlights off. There’s something very, very 
strange. Get the headset on; see if it gets any stronger. 

Nevels: I have. 

Halt: OK. Give us your. . . 

Nevels: Make a notation that this is on a beta reading, too. 

Halt: It’s on a beta reading? 

Nevels: The beta shield has been removed. 

Halt: OK. Pieces are falling off it again! 

Englund: Sir, it just moved to the right. 

Halt: Yeah! 

Englund: Just off to the right. 

Halt: Strange! Huh! One again left? Let’s approach to the edge of 
the woods up there. Do you wanna do it without lights? Let’s do it 
carefully. Come on. 

Halt: OK, we’re looking at the thing; we’re probably about two to 
three hundred yards away. It looks like an eye winking at you. Still 
moving from side to side, and when you put the star scope on it, 
it sort of like has a hollow center, a dark center; it’s . . . 

Englund: . . . like a pupil. 

Halt: Yeah, like a pupil of an eye looking at you, winking. And 
the flash is so bright to the star scope that it almost burns your 
eye. 


294 / APPENDIX E 


Intrabase radio transmission (garbled): They’re stopping here. 

Halt: We’ve passed the farmer’s house and are crossing the next 
field and now we have multiple sightings of up to five lights with a 
similar shape and all, but they seem to be steady now rather than 
a pulsating or glow with a red flash. 

16 : 06.728 

Halt: We’ve just crossed the creek. 

Unknown: Here we go. 

Halt: And we’re getting what kind of readings now? 

Unknown: Three clicks. 

* 

Halt: We’re getting three good clicks on the meter and we’re see¬ 
ing strange lights in the sky. 

Halt: At two forty-four we’re at the far side of the farmer’s ... the 
second farmer’s field and made sighting again about one hun¬ 
dred ten degrees. This looks like it’s clear out to the coast. It’s 
right on the horizon. Moves about a bit and flashes from time to 
time. Still steady or red in color. Also after negative readings in 
the center of the field we’re picking up slight readings, uh, four or 
five clicks now on the meter. 

Halt: Three-oh-five. We see strange, uh, strobe-like flashes to 
the . . . rather sporadic, but there’s definitely something . . . uh, 
some kind of phenomenon. . . . Three-oh-five. At about ten de¬ 
grees, horizon, directly north, we’ve got two strange objects, 
ah, half-moon shape, dancing about, with colored lights on 
’em. But, I guess to be about five to ten miles out, maybe less. 
The half-moons have now turned into full circles as though 
there was an ellipse—eclipse or something there for a minute 
or two. 
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17 : 16.974 

Halt: Now three fifteen. Now we’ve got an object about ten de¬ 
grees directly south. 

Unknown: Wait a minute to the left. 

Halt: Ten degrees off the horizon. 

Nevels: To the left. 

Halt: And the ones to the north are moving—one’s moving away 
from us. 

Unknown: Moving. 

Nevels: Moving out fast. 

Unknown: This one on the right’s heading away, tool 

Halt: They’re both heading north. Hey, here he comes from the 
south—he’s coming toward us now! 

Unknown: Weird. 

Halt: Now we’re observing what appears to be a beam coming 
down to the ground! 

Unknown: Colors! 

Halt: This is unreal! [Incredulous laugh.] 

Halt: Three thirty, oh-three-thirty, and the objects are still in the 
sky, although the one to the south looks like it’s losing a little bit 
^ of altitude. We’re turning around and heading back toward, uh, 
the base. 
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Halt: The object to the south—the object to the south is still 
beaming down lights to the ground. 

18 : 01.347 

Halt: Oh-four-hundred hours. One object still hovering over 
Woodbridge Base at about five to ten degrees off the horizon, still 
moving erratic and similar lights and beaming down as earlier. 


18 : 13.080 END OF CASSETTE TAPE RECORDING 
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A LETTER DRAFTED BY PAT FRASCOGNA, ESQ., TO THE 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, AT THE REQUEST 
OF AND SIGNED BY SIX FORMER CONGRESSIONAL 
REPRESENTATIVES, ASKING THAT THE MEDICAL RECORDS 
OF JOHN BURROUGHS AND JIM PENNISTON BE RETRIEVED 
FROM THE CLASSIFIED-RECORDS SECTION OF THE 
DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS AND RELEASED 
TO THEM 


May 3, 2013 


President Barack Obama 
The White House 
Washington. D.C. 20500 


Dear Mr. President: 

As former Members of Congress, we are writing to express concern over the lack of 
response by our government to two of our retired servicemen who dutifully served their 
country during the Cold War, Air Force Staff Sergeant James William Permiston and 
Airman First Class John Frederick Burroughs. 

In 1980 Sergeant Permiston and Airman Burroughs were stationed at the twin base 
facility of RAF Bentwaters and RAF Woodbridge near Suffolk, England. On December 
26, 1980 these men were the first to respond to an incident just beyond the East gate of 
the Woodbridge base. As a consequence of their arrival on scene of that incident they 
almost immediately thereafter began suffering adverse health effects. These health issues 
have plagued them to the present day and have, at times, been life-threatening. 

Despite repeated attempts to obtain their medical records from the Department of 
Veterans Affairs they have been denied access to them. We are respectfully asking for 
your assistance in making certain that Sergeant Permiston and Airman Burroughs be 
provided their service medical records commencing from their respective dates of 
induction into the United States Air Force. 

Thank you for your consideration of our request. 


Sincerely, 



FormctMemBSr of Congress, Utah 



ftoscoe Bartlett 
Former Member of Congress, Maryland 
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Darlene Hooley 
Former Member of Congress, Oregofr 
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Carolyn Kilpatrick \ £ 

Former Member of Congress, Michigan 
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Mike Gravel 

Former Member of Congress, Alaska 
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Former Member of Congress, California 
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UFO project at the Ministry of Defense. Though 
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investigation into the UFO mystery and his access to 
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acting Deputy Director in the Directorate of Defense 
Security, Nick Pope left the Ministry of Defense in 
2006 to work as an author, journalist, and broadcaster. 
He is now an international bestselling author and is 
recognized as one of the world’s leading authorities 
on unexplaihed conspiracy theories and fringe 


science; Visit him online at www.nickpope.net. 
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ENCOUNTER IN RENDLESHAM PUREST UNCOVERS; 



This is the only UFO book ever to have required security clearance 
from both the American and British governments. 


• One witness touched a landed UFO, saw strange hieroglyphic symbols on 
its side, and received a bizarre binary code message from the craft. 

. . • / 

- 

• The UFO was tracked on radar, and radiation readings at 
the landing site were abnormally high. 


• After the incident, witnesses were subjected to aggressive debriefings 
that included the use of drugs and hypnosis. 

• This book proves that despite official denials, the U.S. government . 

is still investigating UFOs. , 

. *■ ' • ■ /*' ' '■ 

" ' X 

• Official interest in UFOs is revealed as relating to technology 
acquisition issues, especially weaponization. 


PRAISE FOR ENCOUNTER IN RENDLESHAM FOREST 

.. c " ; <r- : 

“This work is a vitally important addition to the growing 

acceptance of UFO visitations to Earth.” 

-EDGAR MITCHELL, Ph.D., Apollo 14 Lunar Module Pilot . 

“The Rendlesham Forest event is the most important UFO event in history, 
even more so than the Roswell Incident, and Encounter in Rendlesham 

Forest is the most important book ever written about it. In fact, the evidence 

4 . 

presented is not just compelling, it’s overwhelmingly convincing. 
Something very, very strange happened in that forest, and this powerful 
book shines a clear light into that mystery.” 

— W H fT L E Y S T RIE B E R, author of Communion 


“Read this book and you will be convinced that we are not alone 
in the cosmos. It will open your mind to ‘the broader reality’ that holds 
so much promise if we only embrace it positively.” 

— PAUL T. HELLYER, former defence minister of Canada 






















































